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COGNITIVE COMPLEXITY REVISITED 
Jenny Watts 
ABSTRACT
Cognitive Complexity is an important and obtrusive phenomenon over a wide 
range of situations, and is worthy of study in its own right. Athough the term 
"Cognitive Complexity" occurs in an informal way in the psychological literature, there 
is no general agreement about what it means or connotes.
A new approach was needed in order to re-conceptualise cognitive complexity. 
This re-conceptualisation originated in the unobtrusive observation of cognitive 
complexity in a relatively free, uncontrolled and naturalistic environment. From this 
came the formulation of an appropriate and explicit methodology, which encouraged 
subjects to display cognitive complexity in an unhurried way in a private interview 
situation by talking about topics in the news and personal issues. Initial experimental 
techniques (including an impressionistic analysis, pen pictures and a content analysis), 
led on to the development of the main analysis which identified types of cognitive 
complexity and their constituents in the interview transcripts. The types of cognitive 
complexity identified were true (divided into outstanding and pedestrian), disjunctive, 
borderline, no cognitive complexity and secondhand cognitive complexity. The main 
constituents of true cognitive complexity (outstanding) were systemic and penetrating 
thinking, independence of thought and truth-seeking. Pedestrian cognitive complexity 
was characterised by analogical and investigative reasoning, clarity and incisiveness.
The importance of this re-conceptualisation of cognitive complexity is that it has 
resulted in the development of a new methodology which facilitates the display by 
subjects of more than one type of cognitive complexity. This methodology which 
identifies the types of cognitive complexity can be apphed in real-life situations in which 
people are facing complex decisions.
Ill
FOREWORD
Most Ph.D's follow well-trodden research paths. Their contribution to 
knowledge usually consists in nothing more dramatic than the further exploration of 
some already-researched theme (or the exploration of some minor variation on a 
well-researched theme). In such cases, there may be no need for the Ph.D to have a 
strong conceptual content - unless, of course, the research positively demands it by 
calhng in question certain previously-taken-for-granted conceptualisations.
For example, if I had access to a rat laboratory, and if I wanted to investigate 
(say) certain temporal characteristics of reinforcement schedules, the conceptual content 
of my thesis might well be fairly minimal. Since research workers in this area aU tend to 
share a commonly-accepted general understanding of what reinforcement schedules are, 
and since they also share a similar understanding about the nature and possible 
significance of the temporal characteristics of reinforcement schedules, it would not be 
necessary for me to engage in careful explanations as to what these terms mean - 
providing (as I indicated above) that I proposed to "go along with" the already-existing 
meanings.
In this thesis, however, I am proposing to avoid well-trodden paths, to 
investigate a topic which is not well-researched in the psychological literature , but 
nevertheless, a topic which intrigues me and interests me immensely, and one which I 
believe is worth researching. From my reading of the psychological literature (covering 
the last 33 years), I noticed that the expression " Cognitive Complexity" was bandied 
about in a largely informal way. There was no co-ordinated research programme 
between researchers, and no standardisation of key terms, issues and "approaches". AU 
of which magnified the difficulties and resistances that I encountered in trying to "fix" 
the meaning of cognitive complexity in my preferred way, and in the forming of a careful 
definition. Undeterred by these "initial" problems, I felt that the topic of
IV
cognitive complexity was worth researching in its own right, firstly because of the 
challenge of re-conceptuahsing the phenomenon itself then of the problem of developing 
an appropriate methodology, and thirdly the problem of devising experimental 
techniques which would exemplify cognitive complexity in the way in which I constmed 
it. Previous researchers had not recognised the need to do this, mainly because they 
were primarily concerned with hypothesis-testing and the analysis of correlational data. 
There was a need for clarification and re-conceptualisation in the area of cognitive 
complexity, and a need to estabhsh cognitive complexity as an important area of research 
and to put cognitive complexity on the "psychological map".
PART ONE
Cognitive Complexity 
as a
CONCEPTUAL
Challenge
CHAPTER 1
A FIRST LOOK AT COGNITTVE COMPLEXTTY
Everyday social interaction provides endless opportunities for the display of 
distinctive behavioural characteristics and "qualities of mind". Some of these are much 
more conspicuous than others. For example, one can hardly fail to notice such things as 
a sharp wit, self-opinionatedness, a forceful personality, self-pity, and so on. But it 
may be quite difficult to detect such qualities as tenacity of purpose, loyalty, 
compassion, subtlety of mind, originality, etc. The trouble with these latter kinds of 
characteristics is that they are frequently concealed behind a quiet or self-effacing 
personality. They tend to reveal themselves only slowly and under special circumstances 
- e.g. in crisis situations, or as a result of getting to know the person concerned as a 
close friend.
There are yet other human characteristics which tend to be noticed only by the 
professionally trained eye. For example, an expert in Transactional Analysis might 
detect in the everyday discourse of other people a whole variety of "crossed transactions" 
that would escape the notice of the layman. Similarly, a professional psychotherapist 
might notice Oedipal conflicts that even the participants themselves were not consciously 
aware of.
This thesis is about a class of human characteristics and abilities whose 
detectability, in everyday social intercourse, is generally of "intermediate" difficulty. 
The characteristics and abilities in question are to do with the Cognitive Complexity that 
people bring to bear upon the problems that concern them. In all probability, very few 
people find themselves explicitly noticing the complexities (or otherwise) of the thought
3processes that seem to be going on in other people. On the other hand, the evidence is 
there to be noticed. For example, it is certainly possible to notice that some people seem 
to engage in highly complicated modes of thought, whereas others seem surprisingly 
"simplistic" in their approach to the problems that face them. As with most human traits, 
there is very little difficulty in detecting people at the polar extremities of some putative 
scale.
However, almost as soon as we start to notice such things, the complications 
begin to proliferate.
1. First of all, it is obvious that Cognitive Compexity is not all "of the same 
kind". In my earliest reflections on the topic (some 12 years ago), a large number of 
possible distinctions came to mind. For example, I occasionally noticed cognitive 
complexity that seemed to me to be of the "dithering" kind. People who exhibited such 
complexity tended to talk in ways which were hedged about the "ifs and buts" and 
caveats in general. Such people often seemed to be ridden with doubts and misgivings, 
and hesitancy as well. In contrast, there were others whose cognitive complexity seemed 
to give them complete mastery over the problem in hand. If the problem itself was 
complex, their thought processes seemed to have a complexity which was ideally 
matched - a complexity nf a Innrl that enabled them to tackle the problem fluently and 
well. Yet another kind of cognitive complexity seemed to manifest itself in the form of 
convolutedness, confusion, and perplexity. The thought processes of this latter kind of 
person were undoubtedly complex, but to no obvious purpose. What emerged always 
seemed to be a sort of complicated muddle.
2. In reflecting on the kinds of distinctions just made, further possibilities 
occurred to me. For example, it seemed to me that some cognitively complex people 
engage in a sort of "mental cataloguing". Whereas the cognitively simple person will 
tend to tackle many different problems in much the same way, the cognitively complex
4person recognises that different sorts of procedures are required. However, he may try 
to meet this requirement by stockpiling a substantial assortment of ideas and procedures 
etc. which he hopes "might come in handy" in different sorts of problem situations. 
This method of coping is of course a poor substitute for understanding what needs to be 
done. The person who understands can always construct a slightly different problem 
solving procedure for dealing with a slightly different problem situation, because he 
comprehends the relevant dimensions and causation etc. of the problem that is 
confronting him. But the person who tries to get by with a mental catalogue of 
possibilities is reduced to rummaging through the list with a view to selecting some 
combination of ideas or procedures which (hopefully) look as if they will work.
3. In effect, the person of understanding has what might be called a generative 
system for coming up with appropriate ideas and solutions. The person who operates 
with mental catalogues does not. By way of illustration, consider the problem of 
multiplying one two-digit number by another two-digit number. The person who 
understands how to multiply has a calculative system which can generate the correct 
answer very easily. The person who lacks such a system can cope only by remembering 
in rote fashion every single product from 10 x 10 to 99 x 99. This example is by no 
means far-fetched. In talking to some complicated thinkers, one gets a clear impression
that thev resnond to novel nnestinns nnH «itnnrir»nc flr»nnH/arinfT arrknnH in a
huge rag-bag of disparate facts, opinions, ideas, coping strategies, and the like. They 
lack the incisiveness of the complicated thinker whose complicatedness derives from his 
having a relevant generative system.
4. What is being mooted here is the possibility of two fundamentally different 
kinds of cognitive complexity. First, there is the kind of "unruly"complexity that grows 
out of the largely ad hoc accumulation of disparate facts, opinions, ideas, coping 
strategies, and so on. Secondly, there is the kind of "orderly" complexity that grows in 
a systematic manner, on the basis of a generative scheme whose generative principles are
5well understood. As I shall later try to show, the first kind of cognitive complexity leads 
in the direction of CONFUSION - because the relevance and range of applicability of the 
assorted facts and opinions etc. tend to be inadequately understood and, in any event, 
there is rarely any clear basis for combining them in new ways for the purpose of dealing 
with new situations. In contrast, the second kind of cognitive complexity leads in the 
direction of CLARITY, because the generative principles involved have a cutting edge, 
and also have built-in safeguards against serious error.
5. At this point, an even more intriguing possibility opens up. If we are 
willing to envisage the possibility of cognitive complexity being based on a small 
number of generative principles (e.g. in the way that the whole edifice of number theory, 
in arithmetic, can be developed out of just a few basic axioms), we can see that some 
kinds of complexity are actually made up of nothing more than a lot of simplicity. There 
is a sense in which this is undoubtedly true of much of modem technology. At first 
glance, it might seem an enormously complex task to land a man on the moon. But the 
fact is that each component step in the venture was not inherently complex to the 
specialist who planned it. The precision engineering, for example, would have been a 
comparatively straightforward matter to the expert who knew what he was doing. The 
complex procedures of assembly and coordination would likewise seem much less 
comnlex to the exnerts concerned The trey point to be noticed is that the 
seemingly-complex tools and procedures for getting a man to the moon were 
fabricated/compounded out of simpler tools and procedures - and these latter were 
themselves fabricated/compounded out of even simpler tools and procedures. The 
overall enterprise may well look dramatically complicated to the layman. But there is an 
important sense in which it ultimately consisted in nothing more than a lot of simplicity. 
In saying this, we are not in any way belittling the moon project. We are merely wanting 
to suggest that technological complexity is intelligible if and only if it can be seen to be 
constructed, in this sort of way, out of what I describe as "a lot of simplicity". Complex 
ventures can in fact be relied upon to succeed only if they are always constituted out of
6simpler components, and in accordance with principles that are simple enough to be well 
understood. It is this generative basis of simplicity which guarantees the achievement of 
complicated-looldng results.
6. The foregoing arguments would seem to have significant implications for 
those theorists who tend to assume that cognitive complexity (or, for that matter, 
complexity in general) is basically "a good thing". There are many biologists, for 
example, who seem to regard Evolution as being almost synonymous with 
Complexification - or, at the very least, synonymous with a certain kind of adaptive 
complexification. They start by describing the amoeba as the simplist of creatures, and 
Man as the most complex or (almost synonymously again) the most evolved. This 
naturally encourages the idea that complexity has some special survival value. A rather 
similar argument begins by asserting that the world is a very complicated place and, in 
order to maximise our chances of survival, we need to be able to think in appropriately 
complex ways. It takes complexity of thought, so the argument goes, to master the 
complexity of the modem world. These arguments are all somewhat dubious, but they 
will be considered later. For the moment, I only wish to point out that there might, after 
all, be something to be said in favour of an appropriate kind of cognitive simplicity. In 
the domain of interpersonal relations, the major religions of the world have almost all 
ftxtnlled the virtues of being simple and straightfcnvord in one's dealings with other 
people. And, even in the domain of modern technology, we can now glimpse the 
possible advantages of starting from a simple generative base.
7. It is of some interest to speculate that, corresponding to what I have 
described as two kinds of cognitive complexity, there may in fact be two comparable 
kinds of cognitive simplicity. First, there is the kind of person who is simplistic in the 
sense that he adheres to just a small number of simple-minded slogans or belief systems. 
Such a person is very much like the cognitively complex "cataloguer". He also operates 
with an ad hoc (and hence arbitrary) assortment of guiding ideas, principles etc. The
7only difference is that his catalogue of possibilities happens to be much smaller in size. 
Being smaller in number, the ideas and principles in question are generally easier to 
identify and (hence) easier both to attack and defend. The religious fundamentalist, the 
naive Marxist, and the dedicated "do-gooder", often (but by no means always) fall into 
this category. To such people, the world and its problems can look surprisingly simple. 
Among other things, they firmly believe that if certain kinds of action were to to taken 
(namely, actions that accord with their own taken-for-granted assumptions), the major 
problems of mankind would dissolve.
Perhaps it need hardly be said that I am not advocating that kind of cognitive 
simplicity. What I am broaching is the more radical possibility that there may be a quite 
different kind of cognitive simplicity - the kind that would enable people to see things as 
thev are, rather than through the distorting blinkers of some dogmatic belief system. 
This possibility is sometimes described, in the religious and mystical literature, as 
"seeing true". What is being suggested is that, if only we had the eyes to see it, we 
would recognise that the principles governing the world and human nature ^  basically 
very simple in form - and that the apparent complexity that we see all around us is indeed 
made up of nothing more than a lot of simplicity. This suggestion is obviously a 
contentious one. But it at least raises the possibility of their being a way of coping with
("an H  n n H f ^ r R f a n H i n t t i p »  w /r» r lH  t t i Q t  i c  c-îrv»i-»1c» n - n A  A o  o  w in f + a . .^  — — —     — — —- —  — — —' — w — V  ^  ^  V./X
fact, Dennis Skinner comes quite close to espousing this view. On a totally different 
plane, so also do Christ and the Buddha.
8. Here, then, is a fairly rich budget of questions that might usefully be raised 
about the phenomenon of cognitive complexity. Enough has been said, perhaps, to 
show that cognitive complexity is by no means the same as 'intelligence'. It is not the 
same as 'creativity' either. On the other hand, certain kinds of cognitively complex 
person do come up, from time to time, with ideas that seem to be strikingly intelligent 
and creative - but they do not necessarily do this in any dramatic or "sparkling" way. It
8is more often the case that such people come across as possessing "subtlety of mind". 
However, this leads to yet another problem, the problem of being able to recognise and 
appreciate such subtlety when it is present. The trouble is that a subtle thinker can 
usually be recognised and appreciated only by another thinker who is no less subtle. As 
the popular saying goes, "It takes one to know one". There have been several 
occasions, in recent years, where I have initially tended to dismiss a cognitively complex 
thinker as being confused and confusing - only to realise later that I had simply not 
appreciated the subtlety and power of his thinking. This is a chastening experience, and 
one that poses real problems for investigators who are wanting to investigate the 
phenomenon.
* * *
In the previous 8 sections, I have indicated some of the early thoughts that I 
personally had on the topic of cognitive complexity, when I first started to get interested 
in it some 12 years ago. The reader who is conversant with the professional literature on 
cognitive complexity will no doubt recognise that what I have said so far bears very little 
resemblance to what the professional literature has to say. This is no accident. When I 
first started to get interested in cognitive complexity as a phenomenon, I deliberately
/ T 1 4 * / ^ o  y i  T T XV 1  «  X T  w  « x% V» X x ]  w 1    —  —  —  L-  x l — —
w v x  x x x w  v v x x w « x v x j  w y v x o i r X l X g  J .X t \ y X  C X tU X  V ' ,  A  V T U X X tV 'V I -  t V /  V X C ' W X \ - f i X i ^  L / W i l  L / i l
topic before doing a systematic literature search. In this way, I could be sure of having 
an independent "yardstick" against which to assess what I read.
When I did eventually get around to studying the professional literature on 
cognitive complexity, I was frankly astonished at the difference between my own 
approach and that of previous investigators. It was almost as if others were talking 
about something entirely different. In some respects, the differences were somewhat 
alarming. But in other respects it seemed to me to be "good news" that I appeared to 
have something different and hopefully worthwhile to say. It is therefore appropriate, at
9this point, to take a look at what the professional literature on cognitive complexity does 
say. After that, I will lay out my own analyses in more detail.
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CHAPTER 2
A SELECTIVE REVIEW OF RELEVANT LITER ATTIRE
Introductory Remarks
In the psychological sciences as a whole, there are numerous topics that are 
universally recognised as being worthy of study in their own right. The topics of 
learning, intelligence, creativity, motivation (and many more) obviously fall into this 
category. Indeed, the topic of learning has been researched so extensively that entirely 
different "schools of thought" have developed, each school having its own supporting 
literature of textbooks, monographs, readers, journals, etc. The four schools that most 
readily come to mind are the behaviourist, the cognitivist, the psychoanalytic, and the 
phenomenological. Alternative categorisations (humanistic, developmental, 
physiological, etc.) exist. And it additionally needs to be noticed that several disciphnes 
outside of what is generally regarded as "psychology" - e.g. ethology, cybernetics, 
bionics, general systems theory, and artificial intelligence - have also made distinctive 
to our un^ v^/^  onuivting v/x xvaxiiiixg. wiiat viim tie Lenses tiic stuoy oi a major 
topic like learning is the widespread coordination of effort, the huge amount of literature 
produced, and (within any given school) the progressive standardisation of key terms.
In contrast to all this, the topic of cognitive complexity has seldom been 
regarded as worthy of study in its own right. Whereas the origins of work on learning, 
intelligence, creativity, and so on, tend to be almost lost in the mists of time, the origins 
of work on cognitive complexity can be traced back, fairly uncontentiously, to a 
provocative initiating paper published by Frank Barron in 1953. Unlike what happened 
in the case of learning theory, however, Barron's paper did not precipitate any great
11
bandwagon effect. In the 33 years that have passed since its publication, systematic 
research on cognitive complexity has been scant and intermittant and (partly for these 
reasons) largely idiosyncratic. There has been no widely-coordinated research effort 
and, hence, almost no standardisation of key terms, issues, and "approaches". And, 
whereas the number of significant papers on (say) learning theory must by now run into 
many thousands, the number of significant papers on cognitive complexity (i.e. papers 
that really try to ask searching questions about the origins and nature and consequences 
of the phenomenon) have not averaged out at more than 1 -2  per year.
There is however one particularly interesting characteristic of cognitive 
complexity as a phenomenon. It is the sort of phenomenon that regularly and almost 
inevitably intrudes itself upon the consciousness of all thoughtful people. The reason is 
not difficult to see. The fact is that, whenever a person is confronted with some 
seemingly-comphcated intellectual challenge, it will almost always occur to that person to 
wonder whether his cognitive processes are capable of coping with the complexity 
involved.
In the case of a researcher conducting a psychological experiment on other 
people, there is actually the dual question of (a) whether he might be setting himself a 
task which is, in certain respects, "too eomplicaicJ" fur him, and (b) whether he might 
also be setting his subjects a task which is, in certain respects, too complicated for them. 
Occasionally, there will be experimental situations in which problems to do with the 
complexity of a subject's cognitive processes will be particularly obtrusive. For 
example, this could happen if an experimenter has to give rather complicated orientating 
instructions to his subjects. Or it could happen if certain questionnaire items are 
particularly taxing. More generally, it could happen whenever the experimental task 
could pose "tricky" conceptual problems. In all such cases, the honest experimenter will 
feel obliged to do something about the matter. Minimally, he will feel obliged to point 
out in his write-up that the cognitive complexity of certain subjects might have been a
12
relevant (e.g. disturbing) factor in their performance. He may additionally choose to 
appraise results in the light of what the literature on cognitive complexity (meagre though 
it is) has to say. He might even try to make specific allowances for the cognitive 
complexity factor in his experimental design. Notice, however, that in all these cases, 
cognitive complexity will not necessarily be the experimenter's main focus of concern. 
It is rather the case that, for the experimenter in question, cognitive complexity has 
cropped up, uninvited, as a sort of non-ignorable "nuisance" factor. It is something that 
the experimenter feels obliged to take heed of, while he is studving other things.
It might be said that cognitive complexity is an all-pervasive but seldom- studied 
factor in the intellectual affairs of Man. In the course of trying to achieve any significant 
goal at all, a person can hardly fail to contemplate, quite early on, the complexity of the 
task that he has undertaken. At this point, however, his attention is likely to be directed 
towards analvsing the task, with a view to seeing how he might "cut through" the 
complexity that confronts him, so as to bring a satisfactory solution within his reach. 
The trouble is that, if he always proceeds in this way, he can go through life without 
ever asking any deeper questions about the nature of complexity, per se, or about the 
nature of the complexity-reducing thought processes that he habitually tries to engage in.
Cognitive complexity therefore has a somewhai auumalous status in the 
professional literature of psychology. On the one hand, there is the undeniable fact that 
it has never been subjected to widespread and coordinated investigation. On the other 
hand, it is equally clear that cognitive complexity is likely to be an important and 
obtrusive "consideration" over a wide range of situations. Whenever there is reason to 
believe that the complexity of some experimental task might be too great for some 
subjects to handle, there is always the possibility that the experimental data will be 
adversely influenced or contaminated by "the cognitive complexity factor". And 
whenever we wish to theorise about the conditions under which people are able to meet 
difficult intellectual challenges, cognitive complexity is again a factor that must be
13
reckoned with.
How, then, do professional psychologists manage to go on ignoring a factor 
like cognitive complexity when, in certain important respects, it is obviously not 
ignorable? The short (and by no means complete) answer to this question is that they try 
to make provision for the factor in roundabout ways. For example, psychologists often 
use large random samples in the hope that the influence of unwanted (and possibly 
contaminating) factors will be roughly "balanced out" in each of their comparison 
groups. And, if the experimental task happens to present difficulties of a cognitive 
(rather than, say, an emotive) kind, they might explicitly try to control for intelligence in 
the hope that this will also help to nullify the effects of differential cognitive complexity. 
In the last resort, they would probably seek to claim that the factor of cognitive 
complexity in unlikely to be important or intrusive enough to cause any significant 
distortion in their results. And they would make this claim without really knowing 
whether it was right or wrong.
These are important considerations. If we wish to argue for the importance of 
some largely-neglected phenomenon, we are under some obligation to explain how 
professional psychologists have so far managed to get by without it. However, we can 
new see that devices (for the ignumig of relevant phenomena) do exist. And one such 
device is that of claiming that the phenomenon in question is "adequately covered" in 
alternative ways. The situation is rather similar to that which obtains in the field of 
personality types. There are now so many typologies in existence that it is hard to 
believe that any more are called for. So, whenever some new typology is proposed, 
critics and cynics will invariably tend to think that it is probably redundant.
In the case of cognitive complexity, it is not difficult to see how this 
phenomenon might seem to be "adequately covered" by some combination of 
phenomena which go under different names. It is fairly obvious, for example, that a
14
discussion of discrimination learning is, at least in part, a discussion of part of the 
process of cognitive complexification. To acquire new discriminations is to notice more 
things and (hence) to increase the complexity of one's cognitive processes. More 
generally, all developmental theories - Piaget's theory of cognitive growth, Kohlberg's 
(derivative) theory of moral development, assorted behaviourist and psychoanalytic 
theories of child development and socialisation - span part of what might be meant by 
"cognitive complexity". Other aspects of the phenomenon can no doubt be culled from 
other sources. For example, anxiety is probably one powerful potentiator of cognitive 
complexity. A person who is anxious typically casts around for new ways of doing 
things and/or avoiding trouble. The person who perceives himself as being creative will 
do the same. In both cases, new possibilities get explored, and cognitive processes 
undergo a corresponding increase in complexity.
Theoretical psychology is manifestly constituted out of conceptual schemes and 
categories that overlap. This point has already been made in connection with personahty 
types. It could equally-well be illustrated with reference to attitudes, prejudices, values, 
ethnic aggression, beliefs, and the like, or with reference to conditioning, learning, 
concept formation, and so on. Cognitive complexity is no different, in this respect, from 
any other psychological constmct. Psychologists explicitly acknowledge these multiple 
overlaps when they look for correlaiionS aiuung die various phenomena to which their 
concepts or constructs refer. In so doing, they frequently find themselves having to 
review two kinds of literature - literature to do with the topic in which they are primarilv 
interested, and literature to do with a whole assortment of topics which might be related 
to their primary topic.
In the literature review that now follows, I shall make no attempt to follow this 
dual course. For the purpose of this thesis, it would be too much of a digression to try 
to review even a small proportion of the innumerable papers that might be said to "have 
something to do with" cognitive complexity. Instead, I shall focus solely on those
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papers (comparatively few in number) that address the topic of cognitive complexity 
directly. Since the study of cognitive complexity has itself complexified over the past 33 
years, it is convenient to begin with the pioneering paper that the American psychologist, 
Frank Barron, produced back in 1953.
The Frank Barron f19531 Paper
As indicated earlier, interest in the phenomenon of cognitive complexity did not 
really begin to "take o f f  until the publication of Barron's (1953) paper on the subject. 
The Barron paper was called "Complexity - Simplicity as a Personality Dimension". So 
far as I have been able to discover, no prior paper even begins to consider cognitive 
complexity as a phenomenon that might be worth studying in its own right. Barron 
himself tentatively identified complexity-simphcity as a bipolar factor "which seems to 
have considerable generality in human behaviour". He acknowledges that a few earlier 
researchers - notably Eysenck (1941a, b) and Welsh (1949) - had stumbled across a 
rather similar-looking factor in their own work. But Eysenck had cautiously described 
his factor as "the K Factor". And Welsh (1949) had spoken of a symmetry-asymmetry 
factor.
In their different ways, Ey scnuk and Welsh had both noticed that, when subjects 
were presented with a variety of different stimuli (colour patterns, odours, paintings, 
geometric shapes, etc.), some of them showed a preference for "the obvious", whereas 
others showed a preference for "the non-obvious". For example, some subjects 
expressed a liking for simple patterns of colours, strong and obvious odours, nice 
symmetrical paintings and shapes, etc. But other subjects expressed a greater liking for 
more complicated patterns of colours, more subtle odours, more irregular paintings and 
shapes, etc. We can obviously see here the glimmerings of a possibly-deeper distinction 
- e.g. between subjects who are attracted by simplicity, and subjects who are attracted by 
complexity. Barron's achievement was to make this possibility explicit, thereby
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elevating "complexity-simplicity" to the status of a phenomenon that might be worthy of 
further study.
It needs to be noticed, however, that the general focus and content of the Barron 
(1953) paper was by no means tvpical of later work in the area. In the first place, 
Barron's original work was located, fairly precisely, in the comparatively narrow field of 
aesthetic judgement. What primarily interested him was the phenomenon of perceptual 
choice. Like Eysenck and Welsh before him, he was intrigued by the fact that, when 
presented with stimulus configurations of varying complexity, some subjects express a 
preference for the more simple and more obvious features of such configurations, 
whereas others express a preference for the more complex and more subtle features. 
This is plainly not a direct enquiry into the complexity or otherwise of the subject's 
thought processes. Rather, it is an enquiry into what people notice, and what they find 
attractive. There is however a link. If we discover that some subjects regularly seem to 
perceive (and be attracted by) the less obvious features of a stimulus situation - if, for 
example, they regularly show a preference for intricacies and subtleties and complexities 
that appear to "leave other subjects cold" - then it surely is reasonable to conjecture that 
the former subjects do tend to see the world in more complex terms.
Aeiually, Barron collaborated witn Welsh in the development of the so-called 
Barron-Welsh Art Scale. See Barron & Welsh (1952). Although this paper pre-dates 
Barron (1953) by a year, it did not explicitly deal with complexity-simplicity as such. 
However, it was reconstmcted in this way in the Barron (1953) paper. In his analysis of 
the ways in which professional artists compared (on the test scale) with other subjects, 
he says:
"... artists liked figures which were highly complex, 
asymmetrical, free-hand rather than ruled, and rather 
restless and moving in their general effect. (Several artists, 
in reacting to them, had described them as "organic".) The 
figures which were liked by people in general, however, 
were relatively simple, often bilaterally symmetrical, and 
regularly predictable, following some cardinal principle
which could be educed at a glance. These figures were 
described by artists as "static", "dull", "uninteresting"..."
17
In pursuit of his hunch about the existence of an underlying complexity- 
simplicity dimension, Barron then devised a further Painting Preference Test of his own. 
He then checked both tests out, via correlational methods, (a) against each other, and (b) 
against the Gough Adjective Check-List (Gough, 1950). The result of these further 
enquiries was to identify two model types of person - the cognitively simple, and the 
cognitively complex. The two types are briefly characterised by Barron, in his 1953 
paper, in the following way:
"Cognitively Simple" "Cognitively Complex"
In Figure Preferences In Figure Preferences
Preferring what is simple, 
regularly predictable, following 
some cardinal principle which 
can be educed at a glance.
Preferring what is complex, 
irregular, whimsical.
In Art Preferences In Art Preferences
Preferring themes involving 
rehgion, authority, aristocracy, 
and tradition.
Preferring what is 
radically experimental, 
sensational,sensual, esoteric, 
primitive, and naive.
In Adjective Self-Checks In Adjective Self-Checks
Conteriicd, gen lie, eunscrvative, 
patient, peaceable, serious, 
individualistic, stable, worrying, 
timid, thrifty, &eamy, dehberate, 
moderate, modest, responsible, 
foresighted, conscientious.
Gloomy, pessimistic, bitter, 
dissatisfied, emotional, pleasure- 
seeking, unstable, cool, irritable, 
aloof, sarcastic, spendthrift, 
distractible, demanding, indifferent, 
anxious, opinionated, 
temperamental, quick.
The remainder of Barron's paper is mainly given over to intelligent and interesting 
speculation. Among other things, Barron suggests that the complex person might be 
more intensely expressive, expansive, and fluent in speech than the simple person. This 
simple person, however, is seen as being more natural and likeable, and also as more
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straightforward and lacking in duplicity. To some extent, the simple person seems to be 
better adjusted to his environment but, as Barron rightly observes, this may not be an 
unmixed blessing.
"... the unadjusted complex person, who does not fit in 
very well in the world as it is, sometimes perceives the 
world more accurately than does his better-adjusted 
fellows..." (Barron, 1953)
In making comments of this kind, Barron sometimes appeals to assorted 
correlations and staff ratings that purport to back up what he says. He also makes 
references to psychoanalytic theory. One of his conjectures is that early oral deprivation, 
leading to lack of infantile trust, can lead to adult "duplicity and craftiness". Since 
clinical evidence generally suggests that oral fixation can lead to feminine character traits, 
there is a further conjecture that complexity measures will correlate with 
masculinity-femininity measures. In the light of these considerations, yet another 
conjecture (partially validated by Barron via the MMPI test) is that:
"...Sentience (seeking and enjoying sensuous impressions, 
sensitive, aesthetic) and Sensuality (acceptance of an 
capacity for sensual gratification) are both related positively 
to Complexity (correlations, via MMPI of .25 and .26 
respectively). This completes a picture of low but 
consistent correlations of Complexity with some of the 
derivatives of orality..."
By a similar reasoning process, Barron argues that the cognitively complex 
person probably exhibits somewhat slower social development in the earlier years of life.
"...The argument would be that this primitive experience of 
phenomenal complexity sets a pattern of response which 
results in slower maturation, more tentativeness about the 
final form of organisation, a resistance to early 
crystallization of the personality, and finally, greater 
complexity in one's view both of the outer and of the inner 
worlds..."
From this, it follows that originality and artistic creativeness might also be 
related to the preference for complexity. In addition, it can be argued that the cognitively
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complex person is likely to exhibit less self-control, a greater breadth of consciousness, 
a greater tolerance of anxiety and ambiguity, a greater degree of social non-conformity, 
and a greater confidence in one's own views (in situations where these seem to be at 
variance with the conventional wisdom).
Finally, Barron lists a number of caveats and reservations about what he 
describes as certain "discrepant" findings. Most important of these is the one which calls 
attention to the way in which correlated relationships can vary with different samples. 
For example:
"... the negative relations of Complexity to Naturalness,
Likeability, and Adjustment become zero order in both the 
medical and graduate student samples. In addition, the 
positive relationship with Deceitfulness disappears, being 
slightly negative in the second sample of graduate students 
and exactly zero in the medical sample.
... several relationships which were zero in the first 
California sample because significantly positive in both the 
the succeeding samples. Complexity shows correlations 
with intellect of .42 and .41; with Breadth of Interest of 
.33 and .39; with Sense of Humour of .39 and .33; with 
Cathexis of Intellectual Activity of .42 and .29. (The 
correlations in the graduate school sample are given first, 
those in the medical sample second.)..."
Comment
The Barron paper is in many respects an outstanding example of its kind. It 
brings to the notice of psychologists a factor that had hitherto been neglected. It 
generally makes out a case for the need to study the factor further - e.g. by calling 
attention to its possible relevance over a very wide range of behavioural situations. In 
effect, Barron manages to convey nothing less than a panoramic view of the manner in 
which cognitive complexity might come into existence in early infancy, and subsequently 
influence one's entire life style. The overall sweep of the paper is very impressive 
indeed. If creativity and breadth of vision are (as Barron conjectured) "correlates" of 
cognitive complexity, he certainly exhibits the first two traits in his own writing.
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A question that is worth asking, however, is whether Barron also comes across 
as being "cognitively complex" in his own 1953 paper. As the reader is likely to know, 
Barron later went on to become one of the leading researchers in the field of Creativity 
Research. But there is a stark simplicity about the way in which he subsequently defined 
creativity (cf. Barron, 1969) as "the ability to bring something new into existence". In 
his 1953 paper, the same sort of simplicity seems to be shining through. It is as if he 
has been through a great deal of complicated thinking in order to arrive at hard-won but 
essentially simple conclusions. In this respect, he differs from those contemporaries 
who appear to go through a great deal of complicated thinking only to arrive at very 
complicated conclusions. As mooted in chapter 1, the difference is between the kind of 
cognitive complexity that veers towards CLARITY, and the kind of cognitive complexity 
that veers towards CONFUSION. If Barron is to be regarded as cognitively complex, 
his complexity would seem to be of the former "claiificatory" kind.
With regard to the actual content of Barron's (1953) paper, there would seem to 
be only one curious anomaly. This is to do with his very first finding, in which he 
asserts that professional artists exhibit greater complexity (in their perceptual 
preferences) than do "people in general". It is of course entirely lacking in credibility to 
suppose tiiai anisis are in general more cognitively complex than the rest of the human 
race. No doubt they generally do have a more complex judgemental basis for assessing 
works of art. But if that is the finding, it would suggest that cognitive complexity is 
essentially a "situation specific" trait. In other words, it would suggest that artists are 
cognitively more complex in matters to do with art and aesthetic judgment, whereas 
engineers (to take a random example) would no doubt prove to be cognitively more 
complex in matters to do with engineering. Such a conclusion would seriously 
undermine Barron's conjecture that complexity-simplicity is a general (rather than a 
situation-specific) trait. As we shall see, later workers in the field did indeed challenge 
Barron on this very point.
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The Psychological Literature as a Whole
If we now turn to the rest of the psychological literature on cognitive 
complexity, we can only marvel, retrospectively, at the prescience that Barron showed in 
his 1953 paper. To a very large extent, the work and literature that post-date 1953 
consist of very little more than the pursuit, in a variety of different contexts and using a 
variety of different measures, of the various "hares" that Barron started.
From time to time, new ideas have been introduced. For example, Bieri (1955, 
and later) introduced the notion of multivariate information processing, as a major 
consideration in the systematic study of cognitive complexity. This duly led him to 
invoke techniques developed by Kelly (1955) for assessing (among other things) the 
"dimensionality" of personal constructs. It also enabled him to make use of a variety of 
multi-dimensional scaling techniques. On a somewhat different track, Scott (1963) 
focussed on certain general characteristics of cognitive structure - characteristics such as 
differentiation, relatedness, and integration - because he felt that this was a precondition 
for being able to compare, in a cogent manner, one cognitive structure with another. A 
useful exposition of these developments can be found, in summary form, in Warr 
(1970).
Overall, however, it is difficult to support the contention that "good progress" 
has been made in the area. The literature on cognitive complexity is very slender indeed, 
in comparison with the literature on, for example, learning. And this needs to be said, 
because there are certain papers which give a contrary impression. For example, a 
well-regarded paper by Vannoy (1965) opens in the following way:
"...Considerable recent literature (Barron, 1953); 
Berkowitz, 1957; Bieri, 1955; Ehart, 1957; Higgins, 1959; 
Leventhal, 1957; Lundy & Berkowitz, 1957; Mayo &
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Crockett, 1964; Plotnick, 1961; Scott, 1962, 1963;
Sechrist & Jackson, 1961; Ware, 1958; Zajonc, 1960) has 
dealt with cognitive complexity as a variable which 
influences people's perceptions and evaluations of 
events..."
The citation of 14 different references (three of which are, by the way, 
unpublished doctoral disserations) suggests the existence of a flourishing field of 
enquiry. The truth is, however, that the papers cited by Vannoy are just about the onlv 
significant papers that existed on the subject, prior to 1965. His 14 citations therefore 
represent almost the sum total of 12 years’ work in the area.
Since the time of the Vannoy publication, things have not changed very much. 
Over 30 years have gone by since the appearance of Barron's 1953 paper. But, as 
indicated earlier, it would be difficult to find as many as 30-60 worthwhile publications 
in the area. In recognition of this fact, it will be sufficient (for the purposes of this 
thesis) to end this chapter with what might be called "a quick round-up" of the relevant 
literature that does exist. For the sake of completeness and comparision, my review will 
begin (again) with Barron's 1953 paper. This time, however, it will be couched in the 
quasi-technical language that researchers in this field habitually use, when they are trying 
to summarise the work of other people. In the chapter that follows, I will take a closer 
look at what the literature means, as a prelude to presenting my own independent view.
A Brief Overview of Relevant Literature
As already indicated, Barron (1953) - like most subsequent workers - 
investigated "complexity - simplicity" as a possibly ubiquitious and influential 
personality dimension. His findings described the correlates of a bipolar factor in 
perceptual preferences, in which a preference for perceiving and dealing with 
'complexity' was opposed to a preference for perceiving and dealing with 'simplicity', 
when both of these alternatives are phenomenally present and a choice has to be made 
between them. Barron conjectured that these correlates pervade many areas of human
23
behaviour and attitudes. For example, innerpersonal psychodynamics, interpersonal 
relations and social spheres of behaviour such as pohtics, religion and group interaction. 
These types have both their effective and ineffective aspects with respect to human 
functioning. On some occasions the simple approach is highly appropriate, whilst at 
other times an awareness of greater phenomenal richness is called for.
Barron called this factor 'Complexity', and noted its relationship to the 
following correlates. It is related positively to personal tempo, verbal fluency, 
impulsiveness and expansiveness. But it is related negatively (in one sample) to 
naturalness, likeability, lack of deceitfulness, adjustment and abundance values. 
Positive correlations were found to originality, good taste and artistic expression. In its 
revised form (i.e. Complexity) in two other samples significant positive correlations 
were found with intellect, sense of humour, breadth of interest and cathexis of 
intellectual activity. In the areas of sensuality, sentience, aesthetic interest, effeminacy 
and femininity in men, it is related positively, but it is related negatively to rigidity and 
constriction. Further negative correlations were found to control of impulse, of impulse 
by repression (but positively to expression of impulse and to breakdown of repression), 
and to political-economic conservatism, to subservience to authority, to ethnocentrism 
and to social conformity. In Barron's findings. Complexity is also related positively to 
mdependence of judgement.
Bieri (1955) investigated cognitive complexity-simplicity and predictive 
behaviour with special reference to the way in which people see one another. In his 
approach predictive behaviour (in dealing with others) is conceived as a function of an 
individual's perception of others. (These data are perhaps more usually considered 
under the label of social perception, empathy, or social sensitivity.) Bieri takes the view 
that all these forms of behaviour rest operationally upon the predictive behaviour of the 
individual. Also, this predictive behaviour is assumed to be dependent upon the 
interpersonal discriminations or constructs (cf. Kelly's 1955 theory of personality).
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which the individual invokes in making his predictions. The complexity of an 
individual's cognitive system relative to the degree of differentiation among his 
perception of others should thus influence his predictive behaviour. For Bieri, 
differentiation was something that could best be measured by recourse to multivariate 
information processing and multidimensional scaling methods.
Bieri thus conceptualised a cognitively complex structure (as applied to persons) 
as "a system of constructs which differentiates highly among persons.... (whereas) a 
construct system which provides poor differentiation among persons is considered to be 
cognitively simple in structure". These pioneering yet somewhat crude characterisations 
of cognitive complexity- simplicity were incorporated into Bieri's research in which he 
found that cognitive complexity relates especially to the tendency to predict accurately the 
differences between oneself and others. He also found that the tendency to engage in 
inaccurate projections concerning the similarity between self and others related 
significantly to cognitive simplicity. Bieri concluded that the complexity of one's 
cognitive system for perceiving others is effectively related to an individual's ability to 
predict accurately the behaviour of others, and to an individual's tendency to engage in 
assimilative projection in such behaviour.
Orher researcn in the interpersonal domain was done by Leventhal (1957), who 
investigated cognitive processes and interpersonal predictions. In it he studied 
experimentally a set of interrelated variables thought to influence predictive accuracy. A 
model treating social perception as an example of concept formation suggested the 
combined manipulation of stimulus and individual difference variables. Leventhal 
expected that judges possessing a number of differentiable concepts regarding others 
(Complex Judges), would be better predictors than judges having undifferentiated 
interpersonal constructs (Simple Judges). It was hypothesised that given more 
information about a person, judges would predict better, and that Complex Judges 
would best utilise full information. The scores obtained on the Kelly Role Repertory test
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were used to define the dimension of conceptual simplicity-complexity. The information 
in the experiment was presented by means of recorded interviews, each type of judge 
judging each type of interviewee, and judgements were made on the basis of two 
different amounts of information.
The results from Leventhal’s experiment showed that although Simple and 
Complex Judges were about equal in predictive accuracy, they differed in the ways in 
which this accuracy was achieved. Simple Judges tended to assume similarity between 
themselves and others, while Complex Judges tended to differentiate between 
themselves and others. Also, the increase in accuracy resulting from the provision of 
more complete information seemed to indicate that the judges responded in terms of the 
individual characteristics of the interviewees, as well as in terms of group norms.
A slightly different approach is that of Zajonc (1960) who investigated the 
process of "cognitive tuning" in communication. In two experiments he examined the 
cognitive effect of an individual's role in the communication process. He developed a 
systematic method for the description of cognitive structures, and in his first experiment, 
individuals who expected to transmit information and individuals who were expecting to 
receive information were compared with respect to the extent of differentiation, 
complexity, unity, and organisation. The results showed that, in the state of initial 
expectancy, potential transmitters activate cognitive structures which are more 
differentiated, complex, unified and organised than those activated by potential receivers.
Zajonc's second experiment involved the anticipation of dealing with 
incongruent information, and, in comparison with groups dealing with congruent 
information, those expecting to deal with incongruent information generally showed 
decreased differences between transmitters and receivers. He accounted for these results 
by an increase in the proportion of specific cognitive components and in the tendency to 
reject material inconsistent with the individual's own opinion.
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Individual differences in tasks involving this principle of differentiation were 
investigated by Gardner & Schoen (1962), in their study of differentiation and 
abstraction in concept formation. They reported that early studies of individual 
differences in 'equivalence range' indicated that individuals are consistent over time in 
this aspect of concept formation, as measured in sorting tests and in a variety of other 
situations. Gardner & Schoen further explored these findings by re-conceptualising 
individual consistencies in terms of a dimensional principle of cognitive control called 
'conceptual differentiation'.
Their main findings from three studies indicated that individual consistencies in 
conceptual differentiation are demonstrable in a wide variety of test situations in addition 
to sorting tests. They also found that preferred level of abstraction is apparent in a 
variety of situations over a brief period of time, but fluctuates considerably over longer 
periods. Further findings show that conceptual differential and preferred level of 
abstraction are independent of Verbal, Peformance and Total I.Q. scores of the 
Wechsler- Bellevue Tests, and of capacity to abstract as measured by the Wechsler- 
Bellevue Similarities subtest. In addition, there was evidence that powerful response 
sets, independent of conceptual differentiation and category width, determine individual 
consistencies in the number of adjectives checked in a variety of check-lists. These 
results have significant implications for the complexity of concept formation and the 
cognitive structures relevant to individual differences.
Scott (1962) approached the subject somewhat differently. He was not so much 
concerned with concept formation, per se, as with the number of concepts an individual 
employs in various tasks. One of his experiments was concerned with cognitive 
complexity and cognitive flexibilitv. In it he defined cognitive complexity as "the 
number of independent dimension-worth of concepts the individual brings to bear in 
describing a particular domain of phenomena". He further claimed that this could be
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assessed "with a measure of information-yield based on an object-scoring task". 
Cognitive flexibility was defined as in response to appropriate environmental stimuli". 
This latter could be assessed "by inviting the subject to expand the groups he had created 
on the original sorting task". In general, the greater a subject's cognitive complexity, the 
greater is the likelihood that he will expand the groups, and the greater is his tendency to 
gain information (i.e. dimensional complexity) by the expansion. Scott found that his 
measure of dimensional complexity was fairly stable over two different lists of objects, 
and also it correlated with independent measures of knowledge about the object-domain.
Further work done by Scott (1963) was in the area of cognitive complexity and 
cognitive balance. In it he used the idea of 'structural balance' proposed by Heider 
(1946) and others, as a normal or preferred state of cognitive functioning. Scott's 
research was designed to qualify Heider's ideas by investigating some conditions under 
which balance structures are more or less likely to prevail. He discovered, both in a 
sample of college students and in a more heterogeneous group of non-college adults, that 
the degree of balance in subjects' free grouping of nations was negatively correlated with 
the dimensional complexity of the cognitive space used in forming the groups. The 
cognitively complex individuals tended towards unbalanced grouping. In the college 
student sample the groupings of the nations based on perceived friendship patterns 
tended to yield balanced groups to a greater extent than did grouping based on 
unspecified criteria.
Yet another method of investigating cognitive complexity was proposed by 
Mayo & Crockett (1964). They investigated cognitive complexity and primacv-recencv 
effects in impression formation. In their research the term 'cognitive complexity' was 
used in a sense similar to that of Bieri (1955). Mayo & Crockett found that the 
complexity of a subject's cognitions about other people affected the manner in which he 
utilised information about others in forming impressions of them. Further experiments 
sought to elucidate various relationships between cognitive differentiation and complex
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relationships among the individual's interpersonal concepts.
The above approach to cognitive complexity adopted by Mayo & Crockett, 
along with that of previously mentioned researchers, was carefully surveyed by Vannoy 
(1965) in his work on the generality of cognitive complexity- simplicity as a personality 
construct. His research suggested that cognitive complexity is not as general a trait as 
has sometimes been implied in the literature.
Vannoy selected no less than 20 different tests, each of which either (a) sought 
to measure cognitive complexity directly, or (b) sought to measure some closely-related 
factor. After applying all 20 tests to the same sample of (113) male subjects, he 
cross-correlated and factor analysed the 20 sets of results. However, his factor analysis 
did not yield a large first factor on which âU of the tests, or even a large proportion of 
them, were substantially loaded. Vannoy agrees with Gardner & Schoen (1962) and 
Scott (1963) that no single principle can account for complexity-simplicity, as against 
those who postulate a unitary trait. However, these results pertain to only one area of 
research on cognitive complexity - the way in which the individual construes 
person-objects in his environment. Vannoy added the caveat that it is entirely possible 
that a quite different factor structure would have emerged had the sample been 
heterogenous with respect to sex, or made up of females alone.
Vannoy's research suggested three broad classes of behavioural tendencies in 
which only a part of the total realm of behaviour was included. The first tendency was 
to emphasise one or a very few judgemental variables (e.g. competence, 'goodness', 
congeniality) to the exclusion of others. Opposed to this was a tendency to be sensitive 
to many variables. As different individuals emphasised different variables, no single 
factor was sufficient to represent a distinction. Another important tendency highlighted 
by Vannoy's research, concerned the manner in which individuals used judgemental 
variables. For example, some individuals assigned people to only two or three positions 
on such variables, whereas others make much finer distinctions. It also seemed likely
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that there was a tendency for certain persons to maintain a narrow perspective which 
permitted a highly ordered view of the world.
Although these behavioural tendencies may be viewed as an aspect of cognitive 
complexity-simplicity, Vannoy drew attention to the fact that they are manifested by 
different factors. An individual who is cognitively simple according to one of these three 
criteria might be cognitively complex on one or both of the other two. Thus Vannoy's 
research yielded litte support for the view that there exists a unitary cluster of traits which 
would have fitted the current conceptualisation of cognitive complexity.
Further work by Vannoy supported his conclusion that what had been termed 
cognitive complexity may consist of several relatively independent conceptual 
dispositions. Vannoy also maintained that as different tendencies ought to have different 
behavioural consequences, the observation of differences between the behaviours of 
individuals who differ in their responses to test instruments, would increase an 
understanding of this aspect of cognitive processes. Measures which assess 
differentiation of the cognitive domain consisting of individuals in the environment might 
be related to measures of conceptual differentiation in general. Vannoy concluded that 
the type of behaviour exhibited in tests of cognitive complexity (reference to Gardner & 
Schoen), may be simply one aspect of a more general characteristic of human thought 
usually referred to as concept formation.
Thus these early research workers were in general agreement that cognitive 
complexity refers to the number of dimensions that are perceived and evaluated by a 
particular person, and the extent to which that person is able to manipulate such 
dimensions in his thinking. More recent researchers have sought to investigate the 
phenomenon of cognitive complexity in connection with delayed auditory feedback and 
complexity of tasks. (Collins & Worthington, 1978). They investigated the differential 
effects of delayed auditory feedback upon four tasks varying in cognitive complexity.
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The tasks involved the manipulation of two primary variables - that of mode of 
presentation (symbolic or pictorial), and that of response mode (reading or spontaneous 
speech production). All the subjects completed a delayed auditory feedback task and 
also performed the same task under a synchronous auditory feedback condition. Colhns 
& Worthington found the main effects and the interaction effects to be significant. The 
delayed auditory feedback data and error data suggested that the cognitive complexity of 
the task was the primary determinant of the magnitude of the differential effect obtained 
under the delayed auditory feedback condition.
Yet another slant to considering cognitive complexity was introduced by Blaas 
& Heck (1978). They investigated selected process variables as a function of client type 
and cognitive complexity in novice counsellors. Blaas & Heck based their research on 
Vannoy (1965), in that they took cognitive complexity to refer to the number of 
dimensions or the degree of structural differentiations in some content domain. They 
also concurred with Bieri (1961), in that they viewed social behaviour as a tendency to 
interpret events and the behaviour of others in multiple ways, such that a more 
cognitively complex person has available a more versatile system for processing 
information about the behaviour of others than does a less cognitively complex person.
Blaas & Heck viewed the counselling process as the mutual exchange and 
processing of complex verbal and non-verbal information. Because counsellors differed 
in their cognitive structure, they felt it reasonable to assume that such a difference might 
be related to subsequent variation in their ability to process relevant information about the 
behaviour of another, thereby having a differential impact upon the process and outcome 
of counselling. The researchers looked at the effect on four selected counselling process 
variables by employing multiple measures of cognitive complexity and varied 
counselling tasks. Cognitive complexity was assessed with five separate measures, and 
the counselling tasks consisted of two counselling sessions with simulated (and hence 
standardised) clients. The process variables were counsellor-client congruency.
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counsellor empathy, counsellor verbal mode, and subrole. Blaas & Heck found that 
counsellor cognitive complexity did not significantly discriminate between measures on 
the four process variables. However, there was a significant difference in performance 
on three process variables (counsellor subrole, verbal mode and accurate empathy) 
between the two counselling tasks. There was also a significant interaction between 
counselling tasks and the low-complexity group on the variable of accurate empathy. In 
addition, the differences in the simulated clients appeared to be more influential on 
certain process variables, than the information processing style of the student counsellor. 
For a closely-related study of cognitive complexity in counsellors, see also Lichtenberg 
& Heck (1978).
An elegant piece of research done by Harren, Kass, Tinsley & Moreland (1979) 
looked at the influence of gender, sex-role attitudes, and cognitive complexity on 
gender-dominant career choices. The subjects of the investigation were U.S. college 
students who had made a choice of major and occupation, and who had indicated that 
they were highly satisfied with their choice. The majors and occupations chosen were 
assigned a male-dominance index representing the proportion of men to women in the 
field. This index for major and for occupation served as the criterion variable. The 
predictive variables were gender, sex-role attitudes and cognitive complexity. The 
results showed that gender significantly predicted choice of gender-dominated majors 
and occupations. With respect to cognitive complexity, it was found that students who 
used more constructs in judging female-dominated occupations tended to choose 
male-dominated majors. It was also found that women are less cognitively complex than 
men in judging female-dominated occupations.
It should be noted that these findings are consistent with Bodden & Klein's 
(1973) findings that more constructs are used in judging disliked occupations than liked 
occupations. They concluded that people have more reasons (use more constructs) for 
rejecting alternatives than they have for accepting alternatives. The authors remark that
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their findings have implications for expanding career options for women. Women might 
be trained, for example, to use a wider range of relevant constructs to evaluate 
female-dominant occupations, thus provinding them with a better basis for assessing 
these occupations.
It is also interesting that the masculine-related sex-role and cognitive complexity 
measures were not predictive of gender dominance. More work needs to be done 
studying the sex-role appropriate behaviour of men, especially in light of the assertions 
of Pleck & Sawyer (1974) and David & Brannon (1978), that men's roles are 
constricted, just as women's roles are, as a result of differential socialisation.
Schneier (1979) attempted to investigate the psychometric properties of a 
personality instrument used to measure cognitive complexity. He used Bieri's (Bieri, 
Atkins, Briar, Leaman, Miller & Tripodi 1966) grid form of Kelly's (1955) Role 
Construct Repertory Test as an instrument to measure complexity. Schneier found 
statistically significant evidence for test-retest reliability, and for convergent and 
discriminate validities of Bieri's (Bieri et al., 1966) grid form of the Cognitive 
Complexity test to measure cognitive complexity. The scores on the instrument were 
found to be stable across administrations for the same sample, and to correlate 
significantly with scores obtained from Scott's instruments designed to measure 
conceptually similar constructs. The psychometric properties of the grid form of the 
Cognitive Complexity test were found to be enhanced by the modifications that Vannoy 
(1965) made to reduce "social desirability" bias in his subjects' responses.
Other variables of interest in the research such as sex, occupation, college major 
and level in the organisational hierarchy did not influence complexity scores markedly. 
This suggests that the instrument was able to generate stable scores across diverse 
samples. Some additional merits of using the grid form in research investigating 
cognitive complexity, were its ease and speed of administration and its objective scoring
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procedures. Thus Schneier's research goes some way to substantiate the argument for 
the generality of cognitive complexity, notwithstanding Vannoy's (1965)) misgivings to 
the contrary.
Finally, it is worth noting that the assessment of the learning-disabled, with 
regard to cognitive functioning and cognitive complexity, has been investigated by 
Castiglione (1981). He maintained that, in the past, assumptions about the nature of the 
learning-disabled population, about the adequacy of ordinary assessment processes; and 
about the nature of assessment itself tended to lead professionals to unwarrented 
conclusions. The various purposes of assessment have affected the types of assessment 
used, and the interpretation of the results - which have been inconclusive. Suffice it to 
say, that as information on the cognitive functioning of learning-disabled children 
emerges, a parallel, independent body of knowledge suggests investigating the cognitive 
complexity of learning-disabled children, both to improve the conceptual understanding 
of learning disability; and to support directions for educational recommendations.
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CHAPTER 3 
A REVIEW OF THE REVIEW
Introductory Remarks
Thematic literature reviews all tend to get compiled in much the same way. This 
is almost inevitable. If a researcher gets seriously interested in a particular topic, it 
follows that he will already have done some reading of the source literature. Typically, 
he will return to the literature with a view to listing and obtaining any further references 
that seem to be worth pursuing. He will also consult relevant abstracting and document 
retrieval services, using approprate "key word" descriptors. If time and resources 
permit, he may additionally try to meet, or at least correspond with, already-established 
authorities in the field.
These procedures cannot be guaranteed to identify everv relevant book or paper. 
Certain publications will invariably escape general notice - e.g. because they have 
appeared in little-known journals, or because they have been abstracted under seemingly 
irrelevant topic headings. In addition, of course, standard retrieval proeedures will not 
identify very recent papers, or publications issued in foreign languages. On the other 
hand, experienced researchers do seem to have considerable skill in "sniffing out" 
references that matter. So a review conducted along the lines indicated will generally 
provide a fairly accurate overview of a given body of knowledge, at least from the 
standpoint of workers who have already established their credentials in the area. For the 
purposes of this particular thesis, this is as much as is needed.
The Review in Summary Form
On the assumption that chapter 2 does provide a reasonably accurate account of
35
the way in which cognitive complexity research has developed over the past 33 years, it 
is now appropriate to offer a brief preliminary critique. Specifically, there is a need to 
provide helpful orientating summaries of the literature - e.g. by calling attention to 
general trends, pervasive assumptions, and (where necessary) significant omissions.
With regard to the identification of general trends, it is worth saying at once that 
work on cognitive complexity has developed in a largely-to-be-expected manner. As 
indicated in chapter 1, scientists do not usually take very kindly to proposals that some 
entirely new concept/topic/issue should be injected into their theorizings. Unless the 
new concept is introduced for the explicit purpose of overcoming some known and 
troublesome difficulty (as sometimes happens, for example, in fundamental particle 
research in physics), there will be a tendency for scientists to assume that there is no 
pressing need to take cognisance of it. The assumption will be that the proposed new 
concept etc. must be either misconceived or redundant or unimportant. Otherwise 
questions will arise as to how researchers have managed to do without it so far.
It follows that the attempt to introduce some new concept into an already- 
existing body of research is unlikely to succeed unless a strong prima facie case can be 
made out. Typically, the concept (and, by implication, the class of phenomena to which 
the concept refers) will have to be dignified with a new name, to reinforce the idea that 
there is something new and isolable that is capable of being studied in its own right. An 
account must then be given, at least in general terms, of what the new concept is all 
about, and why it deserves to be taken seriously. This in turn involves the further task 
of locating the new concept or phenomenon in the already-existing scheme of things - 
e.g. by showing how it might relate to other relevant concepts and phenomena. Finally, 
a provisional attempt must be made to show how the proposed new phenomenon might 
be scientifically investigated - either by observing it directly under suitably controlled 
conditions, or by observing its supposed effects. At the very least, some procedure 
must be suggested for identifying and/or measuring the phenomenon in question, so that
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its "deeper nature" may be more thoroughly explored.
If a theoretician/researcher wishes to introduce, into the main body of 
psychological science, the idea that there is some hitherto-neglected phenomenon that 
deserves to be looked at, he is virtually compelled to take the kinds of steps indicated in 
the previous paragraph. Having regard to the way in which scientists think and work, 
the steps have a feel of logical necessity about them. They could hardly be otherwise. 
This being so, it is not surprising that Barron’s (1953) paper followed the general pattern 
described. His achievement was the creative one of conjecturing the presence of some 
possibly important "factor" or "consideration" which had previously gone undetected 
and (hence) unnamed. He tentatively characterised it as being a complexity-simplicity 
dimension of personality. He indicated in general terms what he thought it was, and 
why he considered it to be worthy of further investigation. He developed a way of 
measuring it (or, more precisely, a way of measuring the magnitude of its possible 
influence in certain situations). And, in doing all of these things, he tentatively located it 
in the wider corpus of psychological research.
Since psychologists (like most other scientists) tend to build on the work of 
predecessors, the subsequent developments were no less predictable. For example, later 
workers almost immediately started to wonder about the generalitv and importance of the 
complexity-simplicity dimension that Barron had posited. In other words, they asked 
whether it was really an all-pervasive judgemental trait, as opposed to being a largely 
"situation-specific" trait. And they also asked, but to a lesser extent, about the 
magnitude of its casual influence in those situations where it did appear to be operative. 
Naturally, there were also misgivings about the way in which Barron had characterised 
(i.e. tentatively defined) his complexity-simplicity dimension. Somewhat different 
conceptualisations were proposed (e.g. by Scott, 1962), and these were associated with 
somewhat different methodologies and modes of measurement. At the same time, a few 
skeptics (such as Vannoy, 1965) tackled the question of whether Barron’s innovation
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was needed at all. By relating Barron's measure to other already-existing measures, 
Vannoy came close to concluding that different aspects of cognitive complexity could be 
fairly adequately measured or "tapped" by such tests and Kelly's (1955) Construct 
Repertory Test, and Pettigrew's (1958) Category Width Scale, and so on.
In all these respects, the development of research on cognitive complexity has, 
in its general form, largely followed the conventional "normal science" pattern. By the 
time of Vannoy's (1965) paper, it is probably true to say that there was something of a 
surfeit of tests/measures that could claim to "have something to do with" the assessment 
of cognitive complexity. So it then became possible for subsequent researchers to take 
their pick from the set of extant tests, rather than worry about having to construct yet 
further tests of their own.
At this stage (i.e. around 1965), a whole range of correlational opportunities 
were opened up, in the sense that a whole variety of different populations (teachers, 
disabled persons, males v. females, business executives,and so on) could be checked 
out (a) to see how they differed from other populations, and (b) to see how different 
personality characteristics tended to be related within the same population. For example, 
males could be compared with females to see which of these two populations tended to 
be more cognitively complex. And, within a given population (e.g. the population of 
business executives in industry and commerce), it was possible to enquire whether 
effective leaders tended to be more cognitively complex than ineffective leaders. There is 
very little point in pursuing all these possibilities here. There is clearly no limit to the 
number of correlational studies that might be attempted. If some researcher has reason to 
believe (for example) that divergent thinkers are likely to be more cognitively complex 
than convergent thinkers, it is a straightforward matter to apply the relevant tests and 
cross-correlate the results. This is an easy game to play, and one that could go on filling 
empirically-orientated journals of psychology for all eternity.
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If we now ask where 30 years of research into cognitive complexity has all led 
to, we find that the overall state of the science is well summed up in the article by 
Lichtenberg & Heck (1978). In slightly modified form, this reads as follows:
"... Of particular relevance to the concept of individual 
information processing differences is the construct of 
cognitive complexity - specifically as it relates to the 
cognitive processing of interpersonal stimuli... Although 
various authors differ somewhat in their respective 
meanings of the construct, cognitive complexity is 
generally understood to refer to the num ber and 
organization of dimensions (i.e. possible meanings) 
employed by a person in the discrimination and evaluation 
of interpersonal stimuli...
Research suggests that, at least with regard to the 
cognitive structuring of interpersonal stimuli, the constmct 
of cognitive complexity is not a unitary trait, but rather a 
multifaceted construct reflecting severed different types of 
cognitive processing... Assuming cognitive complexity to 
be a heterogeneous construct, it is possible to cluster 
individuals with respect to their respective similarities 
across types of cognitive complexity, thus forming 
relatively homogeneous groups of individuals with respect 
to their particular style of cognitive processing. To the 
extent that these homogeneous groups differ among 
themselves with respect to their style of processing 
interpersonal information, it is hypothesized that different 
interaction response patterns and processes would be 
generated..."
This quotation undoubtedly conveys, in an accnratp. mnnnpr the overall gist and 
thrust of most of the more recent work on cognitive complexity. There have of course 
been changes of emphasis over the years. It is fairly clear that, for Barron (1953), 
cognitive complexity referred at least in part to what would commonly be described as 
"subtlety of mind". Barron (1953) also saw his complexity-simplicity dimension as 
being operative over the whole range of both cognition and perception. Vannoy (1965) 
shrewdly noted this last point in the quotation cited in chapter 2. His succinct way of 
expressing it was to say that cognitive complexity tended to be seen (by previous 
researchers) as "a variable which influences people's perceptions and evaluations of 
events". The reference, here, to both perceptions and evaluations preserves Barron's 
original conceptualisation. And the reference to events suggests (also in accordance with
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Barron, 1953) events of anv kind.
With the appearance of Bieri's work (around 1955), both of these connotations 
began to fade. First of all, emphasis shifted away from perception, and towards 
"cognitive judgement". Secondly, emphasis also shifted away from "events-in-general", 
and towards the much narrower class of interpersonal events. Since Bieri, along with 
most later workers, gave a multivariate information-processing gloss to their work, 
notions such as "subtlety of mind" also faded from view. So far as Bieri and others 
were concerned, a person who makes subtle judgements about other people is "simply" a 
person who has more categories or dimensions of discrimination at his disposal.
In summary, then, it is possible to identify two general trends in the way in 
which cognitive complexity research has developed since 1953. First of all, researchers 
have tended to relinquish the perceptual choice approach of Barron, in favour of more 
direct methods of studying cognitive complexity. Given a choice between (a) making 
inferences about cognitive complexity on the basis of subjects' open-ended comments 
and preferences for paintings, odours, and other sensory stimuli, or (b) studying 
cognitive complexity more directly, increasing numbers of researchers have opted for the 
(b) course. Secondly, there has been a definite tendency, in recent years, to focus on the 
way in which cognitive complexity operates in the interpersonal domain. Whereas 
Barron was interested in the cognitive complexity that people display in any situation 
whatever (e.g. in situations where they are called upon to handle scientific and 
technological problems), Bieri and others have been predominantly interested only in the 
cognitive complexity that people display in their dealings with one another.
Both of the trends mentioned in the last paragraph constitute a significant 
narrowing down of Barron's original conceptualisation. One reason for this is that 
Barron originally hypothesised the existence of a very general complexity- simplicity 
dimension - one that might underly processes of perception, cognition, and even affect
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as well. By concentrating solely on cognitive complexity, subsequent researchers have 
obviously lost something of the generality of Barron's original vision. To make matters 
worse, recent researchers have focussed down still further to the matter of cognitive 
complexity in the interpersonal domain. And this is much more difficult to justify. It 
will be recalled that Barron himself studied the cognitive complexity that subjects (artists, 
etc.) displayed when confronted with works of art etc. But most recent workers seem to 
be exclusively interested in the cognitive complexity that people display in their dealings 
with, and judgements about, one another. This is obviously an important area to 
research. But there is surely much to be gained, also, from an enquiry into (say) the 
cognitive complexity that professional people display in their attempts to develop science 
and technology. We shall return to this point in the next chapter.
Assumptions and Omissions
If we look at the research literature (on cognitive complexity) as a whole, several 
all-pervasive and never-questioned assumptions can be discerned. Most important of 
these is the ubiquitous assumption that cognitive complexity is generally superior to 
cognitive simplicity. There is very httle doubt about the prevalence of this assumption. 
For example, it was Barron's artists who made the "most subtle" and "most interesting" 
comments on the paintings that he showed to them. By comparison, non-artists made 
what Barron obviously regarded as rather "crude" and "simple-minded" judgements. 
For Bieri as well, and for most researchers that followed him in this field, cognitive 
simplicity seems to be roughly synonymous with cognitive crudity. For Bieri, the 
cognitively simple person is the person who makes crass and over-simple judgements 
about his fellows. The overall implication seems to be that the cognitively simple person 
is, in general, likely to be more socially inept, and less perceptive, than his cognitively 
complex counterpart. What is never countenanced, in discussions of this kind, is the 
possibility of there being a superior kind of simplicitv - the kind of simplicity which 
enables people to cut through obfuscation, to "see the wood for the trees", and to be
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utterly simple in their dealings with others ('simple’ in the sense of being honest and 
straightforward and uncomplicated and non-devious).
Several other all-pervasive assumptions deserve comment. For example, there 
is the assumption that the study of cognitive complexity requires only a minimal ability to 
conceptualise new ideas and theories. Too many researchers give the impression that 
they need formulate only the barest account/definition of what cognitive complexity is. 
But this does not inhibit them from devising measures of "it". A related assumption is 
that the study of cognitive complexity can best be advanced by the stockpiling of more 
and more correlational findings. The idea seems to be that, if enough test scores are 
correlated with enough other test scores, and if the whole data set is subjected to various 
factor-analytic and related techniques, then, somehow or other, the results of such 
analyses will "speak for themselves". Vannoy's (1965) paper is of this latter kind.
From the general tenor of the last two paragraphs, it will be obvious that I do 
not agree with these (and other related) taken-for-granted assumptions. What is omitted 
from consideration is a much more detailed and sensitive enquiry into how this "thing" 
called cognitive complexity might best be construed. Unless we can arrive at a clear idea 
of what we are taking cognitive complexity to be, it is altogether premature to embark on 
experiments that seek to measure it. In the absence of clear-cut definitions, there is no 
well-defined "it" to measure. In the chapter that follows, an attempt will therefore be 
made to come to grips with, and largely resolve, the key conceptual problems.
42
CHAPTER 4
COGNITIVE COMPLEXITY RE-CONCEPTTJAT JSED
On Making a Fresh Start.
Throughout the whole of science, there is an almost universal assumption that 
researchers should, wherever possible, build on the work of their predecessors. Anyone 
who tries to make a fresh start is likely to be suspected of arrogance - of trying to prove 
that he (or she) is more insightful etc. than all the well-regarded researchers who have 
gone before. Even when a particular body of science is in a state of manifest disorder 
(e.g. a state of impasse or "no progress"), there is still an assumption that current 
researchers should stay within, and try to improve upon, whatever already exists. 
People say things like, "We cannot just turn our backs on all the work that has been done 
so far... We have to start from where the research is at... We must build on what is 
already there...."
Now it may well be good advice to tell researchers never to reject previous 
research too lightly. But it does not follow that researchers are obliged to take, as their 
own point of departure, whatever corpus of work already exists. Sometimes it is better 
to attempt a new start. And, if researchers are unable to see this, their inability might be 
due to their having become too deferential towards their peers and predecessors. They 
may even be lacking in creative imagination. Perhaps they are simply unable to imagine 
what a new start might look like.
As a practical stratagem for the potentiation of new ideas, there is much to be said 
for adopting a skeptical and even cynical attitude towards other people's work. It is 
widely agreed, for example, that Frank Barron's research is generally of very high
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quality. Even so, it is never in the best interests of science to read the work of such 
people in an excessively deferential and uncritical way. It is often very much better to 
pretend that, in spite of their high reputations, and in spite of their authoritative way of 
writing, they might nevertheless have got certain things seriously wrong. To approach 
their work in this kind of questioning spirit is to put oneself permanently on the alert for 
unwarranted assumptions, misdirected conjectures, and even (in some cases) crass 
oversights.
The Case of Lichtenberg & Heck
As an example of possible "crassness" in the domain of cognitive complexity 
research, it is instructive to return to one of the papers discussed in chapter 3 of this 
thesis - namely, the paper by Lichtenberg & Heck (1978). Two passages were quoted 
from this paper, and one of them contained a brief summarising "definition" of what 
cognitive complexity is usually taken to be. The relevant sentence runs as follows:
"Although various authors differ somewhat in their 
respective meanings of the construct, cognitive complexity 
is generally understood to refer to the number and 
organization of dimensions (i.e. possible meanings) 
employed by a person in the discrimination and evaluation 
of interpersonal stimuli."
As indicated in chapter 3, the Lichtenberg & Heck paper gives a fairly accurate 
portrayal, overall, of the way in which researchers have tended to construe cognitive 
complexity in recent years. The definition just quoted is also quite typical and, if we 
read it in a deferential manner, it may well strike us as being wholly unexceptionable. 
But if we approach it in a skeptical/cynical manner - e.g. from the standpoint of someone 
who is ready to suspect that the authors do not always know what they are talking about 
- the thought might occur to us that the Lichtenberg & Heck definition is deeply confused 
and unsatisfactory.
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First of all, we see that Lichtenberg & Heck have characterised cognitive 
complexity as referring to "the number and organization of dimensions (i.e. possible 
meanings) employed by a person in the discrimination and evaluation of interpersonal 
stimuli". By defining cognitive complexity in this way, they dogmatically rule out the 
possibility of there being any such thing as cognitive complexity outside of the 
interpersonal domain. However, it is totally lacking in credibility to suggest that 
cognitive complexity cannot be manifested in other domains. Surely, people can be 
cognitively complex with respect to (say) their hobbies, or their profession, or their pets? 
Do we really want to say that chess players cannot be cognitively complex with respect 
to chess, or that Lawyers cannot be cognitively complex with respect to International 
Law? If our answer to such question is "No", then the Lichtenberg & Heck definition 
(along with several others like it) would appear to be careless. At best, it would be 
acceptable only as a definition of "Interpersonal Cognitive Complexity". It could never 
be acceptable as a definition of cognitive complexity in general.
Let us next look at the somewhat jargonistic language in which the Lichtenberg & 
Heck definition is couched.
The definition begins by characterising cognitive complexity as "a construct". 
Again, this is typical of what many other researchers (e.g. Castiglione, 1981) say. But 
what does it mean? The fact is that 'construct' has for many years been something of a 
weasel word in theoretical psychology. Endless arguments have raged about the alleged 
differences between hypothetical constructs and empirical constructs, etc. Numerous 
arguments have also been mounted about possible differences between hypothetical 
constructs and intervening variables. As a result of all this controversy, 'construct' is 
nowadays the sort of word that can look very rigorous, but mean very little.
In the present context, it is difficult to see what is gained by characterising
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cognitive complexity as a construct. In attempting to theorise about cognitive 
complexity, it is minimally necessary to bear in mind the experiential aspects of the 
phenomenon, as well as the behavioural and information-processing aspects. To say 
that cognitive complexity is a construct is to give the impression of lumping all these 
aspects together under a single blanket term or expression. The result is bound to be an 
expression whose ontological and epistemological status is unclear. Among other 
things, the reader who encounters the expression "cognitive complexity" may never be 
entirely sure whether it is intended to refer (a) to the experience of cognitive complexity, 
or (b) to the way in which such experiences are being described, or (c) to the 
information-processing "mechanisms" (mental and/or physical and/or linguistic) that are 
hypothesised as lying behind and/or giving rise to cognitive complexity. None of this 
may matter to the uncritical reader. But, to the reader who likes to be clear about what is 
being said, and to the reader who has followed some of the many scientific debates on 
the nature of theoretical entities, it is quite mystifying to find cognitive complexity 
described as if it were, always and everywhere, "a construct". Such as assertion is at 
odds with the philosophy of science literature. At best, it is confusing. At worst, it is 
wrong.
The fact is that the expression "cognitive complexity" necessarily has different 
meanings (and different nuances of meaning) in different contexts. At times, 
Lichtenberg & Heck are obviously wanting to talk about the overall phenomenon of 
cognitive complexity - i.e. they are wanting to talk about what is going on, overall (in the 
brain, and linguistically, and information- processing-wise), when a person is said to be 
thinking in a cognitively complex way. At other times Lichtenberg & Heck are wanting 
to talk about the theoretical language that is needed to "do justice" to this overall 
phenomenon. On these latter occasions, they would generally be better advised to talk 
about the concept, rather than the phenomenon, of cognitive complexity. At yet other 
times, Lichtenberg & Heck are apparently wanting to talk about cognitive complexity as 
a sort of information-processing mechanism or "structure". And there are even times
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when Lichtenberg & Heck are wanting to talk about cognitive complexity as a research 
topic, within the wider discipline of cognitive psychology or personality theory. There 
is no way in which these (and other) different meanings can all be accommodated by the 
use of the single word 'construct'. To insist, in every context of discussion, that 
cognitive complexity is a construct is to be cognitively simplistic about cognitive 
complexity. In passing, let us note that it is also somewhat slipshod of Lichtenberg & 
Heck to say that various authors "differ somewhat in their respective meanings of the 
construct". It would obviously be better English to say that various authors "differ 
somewhat in the meanings that thev give to the construct". This might seem to be a very 
small quibble. But lack of attention to language, in a matter as important as the giving of 
a key definition, can be very revealing. In general, it can occur only in researchers who 
are largely unconcerned about (or insensitive to) the deeper implications of what they are 
doing.
If we proceed further into the Lichtenberg & Heck definition, we find things get 
steadily worse. Notice, for example, the curious phrase "dimensions (i.e. possible 
meanings)". Are Lichtenberg & Heck wanting to suggest, here, that 'possible 
meanings' should be regarded as a svnonvm for 'dimensions'? Such a suggestion could 
not possibly be right. There is no way in which a dimension could be a possible 
meaning.
And how, in the Lichtenberg & Heck definition, are we supposed to construe the 
relationship between "meanings" and "stimuli"? The former word ('meanings') 
conventionally belongs to discourse about mental events, whereas the latter word 
('stimuli') traditionally belongs to discourse about phvsical events. Are we therefore 
supposed to construe cognitive complexity as being some kind of (hypothetical?) 
construct that mediates between the mental and the physical? The more closely one looks 
at the Lichtenberg & Heck definition, the more opaque it seems to become.
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Defenders of the Lichtenberg & Heck definition might wish to argue that no 
single-sentence definition is ever going to be capable of answering the kinds of questions 
posed in the previous paragraph. However, this sort of defence would miss the point. 
The point being made is the harsh one that the Lichtenberg & Heck definition, as it 
stands, could not possibly be correct. It simply does not stand up to tough-minded 
scrutiny. Any serious attempt to answer the kinds of questions raised in the last 
paragraph would inevitably suggest ways of improving on the definition (and, in the 
process, improving on the standard of English as well).
In case these last comments seem to be undulv harsh, interested readers might 
like to refer back to the remainder of the quotation that was given in chapter 3. They 
will then see for themselves that the English, along with the level of exposition, leaves 
much to be desired. For example, the second paragraph of the quotation from 
Lichtenberg & Heck suggests that cognitive complexity might be "a multifaceted 
construct reflecting several different types of cognitive processing..." The most 
charitable thing that can be said of this suggestion is that it is metaphorical, rather than 
scientific. Again, the point is not a trivial one. If a researcher elects to use technical 
terminology (in preference to plain English), he is presumably striving to be rigorous. 
But if he is trying to be rigorous, he should avoid suggesting that constructs are the sort 
of entities that can (a) reflect, and (b) be "multifaceted". As already indicated, there is 
quite a lot of disagreement as to what constructs are. But, insofar as there is any 
consensus at all, there is some agreement that the main function of a construct, in 
standard theoretical discourse, is to refer to some comparatively isolable phenomenon or 
entity and, in so doing, to help relate other named entities (hypothetical or otherwise) to 
one another. It has never been the function of constructs to "reflect". If rigour is the 
goal, 'reflect' is simply an inept choice of word. It also needs to be said that although a 
single construct might (albeit with difficulty, and only in a gross sort of way) be 
construed as referring to several different things - e.g. to "several different types of
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cognitive processing" - this does not mean that the construct is itself multifaceted in 
anything other than a loose metaphorical sense. However, Lichtenberg & Heck seem to 
be seriously raising the possibility of inventing a single construct that could somehow 
reflect or capture a variety of different real-world phenomna - e.g. in the way that a 
diamond can reflect or capture light emanating from a variety of different light sources. 
This is not tenable science. Rather, it is a mix of pretentious-sounding jargon, visual 
metaphor, and poor English.
Before completing our dissection of the Lichtenberg & Heck definition, there is 
one further test that needs to be made. In some respects, it is the most important test of 
all because it directs attention away from the detail of their definition and towards what 
might be called its overall gist or drift. In effect, the idea is simply to look at the 
definition as a whole and, without worrying too much about specific infelicities of style 
and language etc., to ask whether it generally seems to be "along the right lines". As 
Aristotle somewhere remarks, the most that a brief definition can do is to capture the 
essence of things. To achieve this, a definition must highlight the essential 
characteristics of that-which-is-being-defined. And it must, moreover, do this in a 
credible way. In other words, the reader must be left with the feeling that the definition 
has captured what reallv matters, rather than only a small part (and possibly not the most 
important part) of what really matters.
Unfortunately, we already know that the Lichtenberg & Heck definition is unable 
to pass this test. The reason for this is that, in the eyes of these two authors, cognitive 
complexity is centrally and exclusively concerned with the way in which people perceive 
and judge one another. Since their definition does not allow for the possibility of their 
being such a thing as cognitive complexity outside of the interpersonal domain, their 
definition is unacceptably restrictive. It captures only a part of what really matters.
However, if we politely overlook this defect, we can still ask what else the
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Lichtenberg & Heck definition has to say, in general terms, about the nature of cognitive 
complexity. The answer to this question then depends on what we choose to make, 
overall, of their assertion that cognitive complexity has something to do with "the 
number and organization of dimensions (i.e. possible meanings) employed by a person 
in the discrimination and evaluation of (interpersonal) stimuli".
Obviously, there are difficulties about interpreting a sentence of the kind just 
quoted. For example, the word 'employed' seems to be figurative ('used' or 'activated' 
might have been better words). And, as already indicated, the word 'dimensions' is not 
at all clear. If the bracketted expression "(i.e. possible meanings)" had not been 
inserted, the word 'dimensions' would normally have been read (by most experimental 
psychologists) as "dimensions of discrimination and/or evaluation". But even this 
would seem odd in the present context, because the definition would then be construing 
cognitive complexity in terms of "the number and organization of dimensions of 
discrimination and/or evaluation employed/used in the discrimination and/or evaluation 
of stimulus configurations..."
Because of these doubts and ambiguities, all we can do is to read the Lichtenberg 
& Heck paper in its entirety, and then try to come up with our very best guess as to what 
the authors are really attempting to say. If we do this, the overall essence of their 
definition seems to be adequately summed up as follows:
Some people notice more things than others. Moreover, 
the things that they do notice are sometimes "organized" in 
more intricate ways. People of whom this can be said may 
be described as cognitively complex.
Perhaps we could amplify the first sentence by saying that some people notice 
more things about particular kinds of situation than do other people. And we might also 
amplify the second sentence by saying that the things that people do notice are sometimes
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"organized" in more intricate ways, in the sense that thev are more richly inter-related 
with one another, and with other things as well. However, both of these amplifications 
would be going beyond what Lichtenberg & Heck actually say. As the reader can see, 
Lichtenberg & Heck make no attempt to elaborate on what they mean, in their own 
definition, by the word 'organization'. And there is no mention, anywhere in their 
paper, of the kinds of complex non-linear relationships that General Systems Theorists 
try to grapple with in their own work on complex systems.
For the moment, however, let us stick with the paraphrasing of Lichtenberg & 
Heck. Let us stay with the idea that the cognitively complex person is a person who (a) 
notices more things (about a given situation of interest to him), and (b) organizes the 
things that he does notice in more intricate ways. This is essentially (in essence) a 
"two-component" or "two-factor" characterisation of cognitive complexity. The clear 
implication is that people can be differentiated, with respect to cognitive complexity, on a 
two- dimensional graph of the following kind:
(High)
No. of things 
noticed
(Low)
(Low) (High)
Complexity of inter-relatedness
of things noticed ----- ^
Figure 1. A Two-Dimensional Graph
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Lichtenberg & Heck do not seem to recognise this implication. After defining 
cognitive complexity in their two-factor way, they go on to say:
"Research suggests that the construct of cognitive 
complexity ... is not a unitary trait, but rather a 
multifaceted construct..."
(See chapter 3, for full quotation)
However, the above remark is doubly curious. If a construct is defined as 
involving, in some sense that needs to be elucidated, precisely two semi-independent 
factors (namely, number of dimensions and organization of dimensions), it must surely 
be a construct which, in their own metaphorical terminology, is precisely two-faceted. 
And there is no need for Lichtenberg & Heck to appeal to research (and to what research 
findings "suggest") to support the conclusion that the construct is "not a unitary trait". 
By their own definition, it cannot be unitary. There is no way, even in principle, in 
which a two-dimensional construct can be satisfactorily measured (i.e. measured without 
loss of information) on a uni-dimensional scale.
It would be something of an understatement to decribe the Lichtenberg & Heck 
definition as unsatisfactory. The rigorous-looking talk about multifaceted constructs, 
unitary and non-unitary traits, dimensions, interpersonal stimuli, and the like, may well 
impress the uncritical reader. But closer inspection shows that their account is a 
mish-mash of pretentious-sounding jargon, and metaphorical/figurative terms - all 
woven together in substandard English. What is more, Lichtenberg & Heck do not seem 
to have even a minimal awareness of the more obvious implications of what they are 
saying. To assert that the notion of cognitive complexity is applicable only in the 
interpersonal domain is patently wrong and misdirective. And the metaphorical 
references to multifaceted and reflecting constructs are incompatible with their contention 
that cognitive complexity is basically to do with just two things - namely, the number 
and organization of "dimensions". There is no way in which a coherent body of 
psychological knowledge can be erected on theorising of this quality.
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Unfortunately, it is very easy indeed - especially in the general field of 
personality research - for researchers to work and theorise with fuzzy, ill- defined, and 
unsatisfactory concepts. All that a researcher has to do is to open up a dictionary or 
Thesaurus, and select some human quality that does not appear to have been 
systematically studied before. He can then (1) devise some rough-and-ready definition 
of the quahty that he has chosen, and (2) devise some iesj that looks as if it might be able 
to detect the presence (and the extent) of that quality in an appropriately-chosen sample 
of human subjects. At this point, the researcher is in the business of initiating a new 
bandwagon by showing how scores on his new test correlate with scores on everyone 
else's tests.
This is not intended to be a parody. It is an uncompromising but entirely 
serious statement of what actually happens. Suppose, for example, that a researcher 
notices the word Vehemence' in his dictionary. It is a comparatively simple matter to 
dream up a provisional definition of what vehemence is, and to construct a test that looks 
as if it might measure the tendency etc. to be vehement. The next step is to show how 
scores on the vehemence test correlate with scores on tests of prejudice, 
authoritarianism, and so on. Vast opportunities are opened up. Vehemence in 
politicians, vehemence in salesmen, possible links between vehemence and petulance, 
the function of vehemence in committee meetings, and so on. By proceeding in this 
way, researchers can produce endless correlational statistics without ever being forced to 
go back and reconsider the validity of the provisional concepts and definitions that they 
started with. It is in the very nature of correlational data that they extend, rather than 
deepen, the network of associations. Having accumulated more and more data on what 
is correlated with what, we are not necessarilv any nearer to understanding the deeper 
nature and genesis etc. of the phenomenon that we claim to be studying. And the 
correlational data do not in themselves compel us to reappraise our conceptual starting 
points. In particular, they never compel us to enquire whether our findings could be 
otherwise than what they are. The whole enterprise is one that can proceed at a
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superficial level, and in polite disregard of countless other enterprises (or bandwagons) 
of a similar kind.
Other Definitions
There would be little point in tearing apart the Lichtenberg & Heck definition, if 
it were atypical of definitions in the cognitive complexity field. It is important to 
recognise, therefore, that the Lichtenberg & Heck definition is not atypical. If we turn to 
other writers, we do not find greater clarity. Rather, we find different kinds of 
confusion.
Consider, for example, the following statement by Castiglione (1981):
"At its simplist, cognitive complexity is a construct, an 
information processing variable, whereby the multiple 
dimensions of many bits of information are perceived and 
integrated into a cognitive organization, and where that 
organization can be expanded to include new information 
(Bieri 1966, Harvey 1966, Scott 1962).
Bieri's (1966) discussion defines and evaluates cognitive 
complexity as a tendency to construe social behaviour in a 
multidimensional way, such that a more cognitively 
complex person has available a more versatile system for 
perceiving the behaviour of others than does a less 
complex person. The. basis for these differences is 
assumed to be represented by a cognitive structure that can 
be defined and measured by its dimensional characteristics.
Thus, first of all, what is being dealt with here is a 
dimensional basis of judgement. It includes differentiation, 
both between stimulus dimensions and within stimulus 
dimensions (articulation), and also integration of the 
differentiated dimensions in a way that produces minimal 
intrasystem conflict..."
These three passages are quoted verbatim and in sequence, without any editorial 
cuts or changes. They are obviously seeking to summarise, in as clear and succinct a 
manner as possible, the way in which the main researchers and theorists construe 
cognitive complexity, as of 1981. Castiglione begins his summary with the words, "At 
its simplist...". Perhaps this is a little joke, because there is nothing the least bit simple
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or straightforward about the words that follow. If we allow the sentences to wash over 
us, in an uncritical way, we might be beguiled into thinking that the statement is both 
rigorous and satisfactory. But if we were to ask what Castiglione’s words reallv mean, 
and if we were to press this question seriously, we would soon be bogged down in a 
morass of speculation and confusion. The language that Castiglione uses has all the 
superficial trappings of rigour. There is heavy talk about organizations and structures 
and stimulus dimensions, and about their differentiation and integration etc. There are 
allusions to multidimensional judgements. There are enigmatic references to versatility 
and articulation. And so on. But what does it all mean? If we attempted to take the 
statement apart, piece by piece, we would find ourselves embarking on an even longer 
critique. And the conclusion would surely be the same as the one that we arrived at in 
the case of Lichtenberg & Heck. There is no way in which a statement of this kind could 
withstand close scrutiny.
If we now ask how it is possible for researchers like Castiglione (and 
Lichtenberg & Heck) to make such incoherent statements and "get away with it", the 
answer is the X one already given - namely, that the gathering of correlational data does 
not require a coherent conceptual basis. In order to explore correlations between X and 
Y, all that a researcher needs is a procedure that purports to detect/measure X, and a 
procedure that purports to detect/measure Y. At the crudest level, it is enough to have a 
single test that "has something to do with X", and another test that "has something to do 
with Y". There is no necessity for the researcher to look any deeper into his conceptual 
foundations. All that he has to do is to apply the two tests to the same sample of 
subjects, and report quantified findings on the ways in which the test scores correlate. 
No conceptual precision, no subtlety of mind - indeed, very little cognitive complexity - 
is required to play this particular game. But the price that is paid for the absence of 
conceptual precision and understanding is a progressive accumulation of correlational 
data for which no cogent explanations can be found.
In practice, the proliferation of correlational data leads to a progressive
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fragmentation of the overall research field - the sort of fragmentation in which hundreds 
of correlational studies get conducted and reported in cheerful disregard of one another. 
Since the assorted findings never quite seem to tie up with one another, and since the 
correlation coefficients have values which tend to differ, often rather cryptically, from 
one study to another, there is also likely to be a growing sense of despondency about the 
possibility of making "real progress". The claim being made here is that this state of 
affairs is unlikely to change until researchers wake up to the need to give really careful 
attention to the conceptual foundations of the research activities that they engage in. As 
already pointed out, however, researchers are all too often protected from recognising 
this need. For the reasons already stated, it is too easy to correlate test scores in respect 
of X and Y without ever being compelled to ask more penetrating questions about the 
deeper nature and genesis etc. of X and Y. The result of all this superficiality is a 
population of researchers who can happily go on computing correlations between X and 
Y, without ever being able to say, with precision and incisiveness, what X and Y are.
These are damaging criticisms, and more needs to be said about them. For the 
moment, however, the priority task is to examine just a few more examples of the ways 
in which previous researchers have tended to define cognitive complexity, to satisfy 
ourselves that the accounts of workers like Lichtenberg & Heck (and Castiglione as well) 
truly are typical of the genre. We will therefore bring this section of the chapter to a 
close by taking a look at the sorts of definitions that have been offered by Vannoy, Bieri, 
Scott, and (most recently of all) Schneier.
To some extent, the views of Vannoy (1965) have already been dealt with. As
indicated in chapter 3, Vannoy begins his paper by characterising cognitive complexity
as "a variable which influences people's perceptions and evaluations of events". In the
sentences that immediately follow, he goes on to say:
"Although various writers have given somewhat different 
meanings to the concept of cognitive complexity, it has 
generally been postulated that some persons are prone to 
employ few dimensions when they perceive and evaluate
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stimuli, or are inclined to make only very gross 
discriminations among dimensions of meaning. Other 
persons are believed to employ many dimensions and/or to 
make fine discriminations along the dimensions they 
employ.
In many of these investigations cognitive complexity has 
been conceived as a disposition to view the person-objects 
in one's social environment in a complex or differentiated 
fashion. Other writers have implied that cognitive 
complexity-simplicity is a quite general trait pervaSng all 
realms of cognitive functioning. Finally, some writers ... 
have raised viewed complexity as a somewhat less 
enduring state applying only to a particular cognitive 
domain that has been made salient."
This account of cognitive complexity is substantially more careful and more 
literate than that of Lichtenberg & Heck. It avoids the mistake of restricting cognitive 
complexity solely to the interpersonal domain. And we can hardly accuse Vannoy of 
ubiquitously conceptualising cognitive complexity as "a construct". Within the space of 
two small paragraphs, it is variously characterised as a variable, a concept, a disposition, 
a trait, and a state! However, a careful reading of Vannoy's paper suggests that these 
different characterisations of cognitive complexity are not a result of his being ultra­
sensitive to conceptual matters. Rather, they are a consequence of his desire to hedge his 
bets as to what cognitive complexity "really" is. Overall, essentially the same kinds of 
conceptual muddles are present.
For example, Vannoy explicitly calls attention to the existence, in the literature 
that he reviews, of "a wide variety of possible measures of cognitive complexity". 
However, Vannoy does not see this state of affairs as being one that calls for conceptual 
clarification. It does not seem to occur to him that, if he took the trouble to decide how 
cognitive complexity might best be conceptualised, he might actually be able to slot all 
these different measures into place, and (even better) elucidate the different senses in 
which they might all legitimately claim to be measures of "the same thing". Instead, 
Vannoy's method is to take no less than 20 measures - all of which might "have 
something to do with" cognitive complexity - and apply the lot to a hapless captive 
audience of 113 undergraduate male subjects. He then secures the usual correlational
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data and factor analyses in the hope that the resulting factors will somehow speak for 
themselves. The result is an inconclusive set of factors and arguments which collectively 
seem to make a confused situation even more confused. Vannoy manifestly has great 
difficulty in saying what his results mean and, at the very end of his paper, there is a 
somewhat extraordinary (almost desparate) final sentence which reads as follows:
"The type of behaviour exhibited in tests of cognitive 
complexity may be, as Gardner and Schoen (1962) attest, 
simply one aspect of a more general characteristic of 
human thought usually referred to as concept formation."
However, if this is what Vannoy genuinely believes or suspects, research into 
cognitive complexity would appear to have been a largely misconceived waste of time. 
At the very least, there would seem to be a pressing need to reappraise the whole notion 
of cognitive complexity - and even to ask whether psychological theory might not be 
better off without it. However, this would to a large extent be a conceptual enquiry. 
Since researchers like Vannoy tend to eschew such enquiries, it should come as no 
surprise to learn that Vannoy does not attempt to reappraise his initial characterisation of 
cognitive complexity, in spite of the fact that its validity is plainly undermined by his 
own findings and arguments and (above all) by the very last sentence of his paper.
If we now turn to the work of James Bieri, we find ourselves considering what 
is almost certainly the largest single body of research on cognitive complexity. Bieri first 
started to publish papers on cognitive complexity as early as 1955. His interest and 
involvement in the topic persisted for well over 10 years, during which time he enlisted 
the help of several different co- workers and research assistants. Schneier (1979) cites 5 
of the better-known papers published by Bieri and his colleagues. There are others as 
well. And there is also a book (Bieri et al., 1966) which incorporates Bieri's mature 
reflections on the subject.
In view of Bieri's sustained interest and output, it might be hoped that his views
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about cognitive complexity would be less vulnerable to criticism. Unfortunately, this is 
not the case. Initially, Bieri did get off to quite a promising start, by invoking the 
Personal Construct Theory of George Kelly (1955). In effect, Bieri sought to assess 
cognitive complexity in terms of the number of "personal constructs" that people use in 
their evaluations of other people. And it here needs to be noticed that the word 
'construct' is here being used (following Kelly) in yet another sense - to denote a 
linguistic dimension of the judgement (such as good/bad, trustworthy/treacherous, and 
so on) which people might use to describe and/or evaluate the personality or behaviour 
of others.
On the credit side, this approach promised to enrich the notion of cognitive 
complexity, by giving it a distinctively linguistic flavour. However, this potentially rich 
conceptualisation was rapidly debased by the concern that Bieri had to convert his data 
into numbers that could in turn be converted into correlations. By 1966, Bieri was 
essentially characterising cognitive complexity in the way that Castiglione describes - 
namely, as "a tendency to construe social behaviour in a multidimensional way..." At
the end of the day, it is no travesty to say that, for Bieri, cognitive complexity is to be
construed as the tendency (a) to notice more things (e.g. about other people), and (b) to 
inter-relate these things in more intricate ways.
In passing, it is worth remarking that devotees of Personal Construct Theory are 
by no means impressed by the ways in which researchers like Bieri have "adapted" 
Kelly's ideas to suit their own ends. Bannister & Mair have the following 
politely-dismissive things to say:
"The uses of construct theory ideas ... have inevitably been 
modified by traditional psychological assumptions and 
research methods. Some will approve of this process ... 
while others may fear that the distinctive features of
(Kelly's) new approach may become blurred and only a
lowest common denominator retained. Bieri seems to 
hold this first (approving) view."
"... A marked characteristic of (the work of researchers
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like Bieri) is the increasing tendency, as the studies 
proceed, to view cognitive complexity-simplicity as a trait.
... The habits of trait psychology seem to have led the 
experimenters from an initial observation about the 
mathematical structure of a single grid to a position where 
they speak of individual persons as being, in a 
generalizable and long term sense, either cognitively simple 
or cognitively complex and as occupying a relatively fixed 
position on the dimension. In contrast, construct theory 
stresses that the structural qualities of a construct system 
change continuously over time with the varying 
validational fortunes of expectations derived from the 
constructions."
(Bannister & Mair, 1968, page 208.)
There is a clear implication, here, that researchers like Bieri have effectively 
devalued the ideas and theories of George Kelly. Elsewhere in the Bannister & Mair 
book, there are additional comments of a condemnatory kind. On page 70, Bannister & 
Mair explicitly mention the research of Bieri and others and remark that "untested 
assumptions and loose arguments abound in this area of study". Later, on page 103, 
they refer to the various different measures that exist of cognitive complexity, and say:
"Care must be taken to specify the procedures involved in 
defining measures, and particular caution exercised in 
generalising across measures based on similar, though not 
identical, procedures, and across procedures with identical 
names but dissimilar forms."
These cautionary remarks are very mneh to the point. Bannister & Mair 
obviously regard cognitive complexity research as being in rather a sorry state, and they 
attribute this (as tactfully as they can) to the fact that trait psychologists are simply not 
thinking straight. Towards the end of their book (pp.209-210), Bannister & Mair 
describe two pieces of research which seem to them to provide a fairly clear repudiation 
of the trait psychologist’s generalized notion of cognitive complexity-simplicity. They 
then twist the knife for the last time:
"Each of the major constructs described in construct theoiy 
... could be treated in a trait fashion similar to that favoured 
by Bieri. Such a trend would be a negation of Kelly's 
view of these constructs as dimensions in terms of which 
people change. He did not regard them as categories for 
pinpointing static "types".
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(Bannister & Mair, 1968, underlining added.)
Admittedly, Bannister & Mair have a vested interest in trying to ensure that 
Kelly's ideas are not unduly devalued, abused, undermined, or misrepresented, etc. In 
defence of Bieri, it might be argued that he is fully entitled to adapt Kelly's ideas to his 
own ends, if he thinks that such an adaptation might prove fruitful. There is some truth 
in this. But the fact is that, after more than 10 years of work on the topic of cognitive 
complexity, Bieri et al (1966) provide no convincing evidence that the adaptation was 
fruitful. As already indicated, the conducting of correlational studies tends to extend, 
rather than deepen, knowledge. As more correlations get found, more talking points get 
made, and there is more speculation as to what might be correlated with (or caused by) 
what, and why. But these sorts of discussions all tend to be in the nature of "flying 
kites". And although kite flying is inevitable in pioneering papers of the kind produced 
by Barron (1953), there must surely be something seriously wrong with a research 
programme if kite flying is still one of the most conspicuous features of papers being 
published in the area over 10 years later.
Research programmes that run on shaky conceptual foundations inevitably run 
into trouble. They always achieve less than they originally promise. Their eventual fate 
is to get bogged down to the point where researchers quietly abandon them in favour of 
alternatives that look more promising. This seems to have been the fate of Bieri's own 
research programme. Recognising the difficulties that such programmes can encounter, 
other researchers naturally tend to cast around for better ways of proceeding. In other 
words, they look for ways of erecting somewhat different research programmes on 
somewhat different conceptual foundations. This is what Scott (1962,1963) tried to do.
His first independent venture into the field of cognitive complexity was an 
attempt to relate cognitive complexity to "cognitive flexibility". His opening words were 
as follows:
"Cognitive complexity is defined as the number of
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independent dimensions-worth of concepts the individual 
brings to bear in describing a particular domain of 
phenomena; it is assessed with a measure of 
information-yield based on an object-sorting task.
Cognitive flexibility is defined as the readiness with which 
the person's concept system changes selectively in 
response to appropriate environmental stimuli; it is 
assessed by inviting the subject to expand the groups he 
has created on the original sorting task. In general, the 
greater a subject's cognitive complexity, (a) the greater is 
the likelihood that he will expand the groups, and (b) the 
greater is his tendency to gain information (i.e. 
dimensional complexity) by the expansion..."
(Scott, 1962, verbatim.)
This cryptic summary is largely clarified in the paper itself. Overall, it is an 
original-looking conception. Scott's basic method was to get his subjects to sort the 
main Nations of the world into separate groups, on the basis of their perceived 
similarities and differences. If a subject were to insist on sorting the Nations into just 
two groups (e.g. "The Super-Powers" and "The Rest"), he would be labelled as 
cognitively simple, because he apparently had only one dimension of discrimination that 
he could bring to bear on the task. In contrast, other subjects might have manv different 
dimensions of discrimination - allowing them to come up with a variety of different 
sorts, and a variety of different reasons that could be articulated for each of the sorts 
chosen. These latter subjects would of course be described as cognitively complex.
This is an ingeniously-simple experimental set-up. It enabled Scott to compute 
some quite clever information-theoretic measures of information yield and complexity. It 
is also of historic interest to researchers like Bannister & Mair, because Scott's sorting 
task was one which permitted, but did not necessarilv require, the subjects to verbalise 
the bases on which they were making their sorts. In this respect, it was the first 
experiment of its kind.
The question that has to be asked, however, is whether Scott's sorting task is 
convincing as a measure of cognitive complexity. In many respects, it looks more like a
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test of divergent thinking. The kind of mentality which can come up with the numerous 
ways of sorting Nations into groups does not seem to be too far removed from the kind 
of mentality that can come up with numerous different uses for a brick. And if we pause 
to think of people whom we would naturally feel inclined to describe as cognitively 
complex - people such as taxation experts, Grandmasters of chess, socio-economic 
planners, entrepreneurial businessmen, and so on - it is somewhat lacking in credibility 
to claim that the cognitive complexity of these kinds of people can be adequately and 
reliably sensed by the simple sorting task that Scott devised.
We are back, therefore, to much the same starting point. In spite of appearances 
to the contrary, Scott's conceptualisation turns out to be yet another version of the view 
that cognitive complexity is basically to do with (a) the number of things that people 
notice (e.g. about the Nations of the world), and (b) the intricacv of the relationships that 
exist among the things that are noticed. And, even here, there is some equivocation - 
both in Scott and in Bieri - with respect to (b). Whereas Lichtenberg & Heck are at least 
clear that (a) and (b) are both essential defining attributes of the cognitively complex 
person, Scott and Bieri come close to attributing cognitive complexity on the basis of (a) 
alone.
For example, Scott's definition of cognitive complexity focusses largely on 
what he describes as the number of "dimensions-worth of concepts" that can influence a 
person's way of describing a given domain of phenomena. The expression in italics 
("dimensions-worth of concepts") is by no means clear. But, insofar as it refers to what 
other researchers prefer to call "dimensions of discrimination and/or judgement", it is 
surely pertinent to ask further questions about the ways in which such dimensions might 
be organized (to use the Lichtenberg & Heck term) or inter-related. It is well-known, for 
example, that thinking is greatly complexified when matters under consideration are 
inter-related in non-linear and/or discontinuous ways, and when there are unresolved 
ambiguities or indeterminacies or areas of ignorance (e.g. areas of concern in which our
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ability to make useful and relevant discrimations breaks down). There is obviously more 
to cognitive complexity than just being in possession of more dimensions of 
discrimination. But Scott's conceptualisation makes almost no provision for this. 
Specifically, his interest in inter-relatedness goes no further than enquiring whether, and 
to what extent, his "dimensions-worth of concepts" are independent of (i.e. not 
correlated with) one another. Bieri's approach is just as unsatisfactory in this respect, 
because he also seems to thmk that being more cognitively complex is mainly a matter of 
having more personal constructs at one's disposal. We are therefore being slightly 
charitable when we credit Scott and Bieri with holding the view that cognitive complexity 
is basically to do with both (a) the number of things that people notice, and (b) the 
intricacy of the relationships that exist among the things that are noticed. The 
conceptualisations of Scott and Bieri (and of many other researchers as well) are slightly 
more impoverished than this, because the (b) component, which addresses the matter of 
intracacy, tends to be dealt with in only the most superficial way.
Let us turn, finally, to the comparatively recent paper by Schneier (1979). This 
paper was written some 25 years after the appearance of Barron's 1953 paper, but its 
content testifies to the fact that mainstream conceptualisations of cognitive complexity 
have changed very little in a quarter of a century. Schneier reviews and discusses the 
contributions of previous researchers (Bieri, Scott, Vannoy, and about 20 others) in a 
largely uncritical way. His only major concern is to point out that "empirical evidence 
for the psychometric soundness of the instruments used to measure cognitive complexity 
... is both scant and conflicting". In an attempt to do something about this state of 
affairs, he then describes a few experiments which, among other things, aim at assessing 
"the convergent and discriminant validates" of some of the measures that previous 
researchers (in particular, Bieri and his associates) have used. Schneier summarises his 
feelings in the following way:
"An empirical investigation of the psychometric properties 
of a commonly-used instrument to measure cognitive 
complexity was designed. Bieri's (Bieri, Atkins, Briar,
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Leaman, Miller, and Tripodi, 1966) grid form of Kelly's 
(1955) Role Construct Repertory (REP) Test was shown 
to have high and statistically significant test-retest reliability 
(p<001) and convergent and discriminant validities (p<05).
These results reinforce the internal validity of cognitive 
complexity research using the instrument."
This is cheering news for Bieri supporters. Anyone who is presumptuous 
enough to criticise the Bieri Test can henceforth be silenced by the assurance that the test 
has been found to have "good psychometric properties and satisfactory internal validity". 
But what would such an assurance mean?
The existence of test-retest reliability does not in itself tell us that the Bieri test is 
a satisfactory measure of cognitive complexitv. It tells us only that test scores tend to be 
stable from one application of the test to the next. The computation of "convergent and 
discriminant validities" is likewise a teacherous business, which can often turn out to 
mean very little.
In plain English, what happens is this. If a researcher like Bieri devises a test 
which is said to measure "cognitive complexity", we can reasonably expect two things to 
happen. First of all, there should be (a) a good positive correlation between scores on 
Bieri's test and scores on other tests that also claim to be measuring cognitive 
complexity. Secondlv, there should be fbl an absence of correlatinn (or even a negative 
correlation) between scores on Bieri's test and scores on other tests that claim to be 
measuring different things. If (a) is found to be the case, the test is said to have 
CONVERGENT VALIDITY. And if (b) is found to be the case, the test is said to have 
DISCRIMINANT VALIDITY. Case (a) is what psychometricians describe as 
"confirmation by independent measures". Case (b) is what psychometricians describe as 
"lack of positive correlation between instruments which are meant to tap different 
theoretical constructs".
There is, however, a snag. Throughout the whole of this section of the thesis, 
we have been urging the view that researchers like Bieri and Scott and Vannoy and 
others have all tended to conceptualise cognitive complexity in much the same erroneous
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and inadequate wav. In such cases as this, there may indeed by a modicum of 
"convergent validity" - but this might only be telling that all the tests have similar kinds 
of defects. Similar doubts can be raised in respect of Schneier's discovery of 
"discriminant validity". If, as we have argued, researchers like Bieri and Scott and 
Vannoy have conceptualised cognitive complexity in too narrow or specialised a manner 
(so that their tests do not, in effect, measure anything very coherent at all), it is only to 
be expected that scores on these tests will fail to correlate with scores on tests that (to use 
the standard terminology) are "seeking to tap different theoretical constructs". Viewed in 
this way, the discovery of low but significant levels of convergent and discriminant 
validity does not mean what Schneier takes it to mean. What Schneier's findings do 
suggest (according to our analysis) is that the various tests of cognitive complexity that 
he considered all embody the same kinds of erroneous assumptions as to what cognitive 
complexity is.
Having said all this, it is worth noting that some of Schneier's correlations look 
decidedly odd. At one point in his paper, for example, he says:
"Convergent validity was shown with Scott's (1962) 
measure of complexity, r = —.19, p<.05, a measure 
designed to tap the same construct via a different 
method..."
Apart from the fact that this correlation is low (and, hence, is significant only by 
virtue of the size of Schneier's sample), it appears to be running in the wrong direction! 
However, it is difficult to reach a definitive judgement on this point, because Schneier 
reports his findings in a somewhat parsimonious way. What is clear is that Schneier has 
embarked on a validational enquiry without first giving sufficient thought to the validity 
of his own validation procedures. If the conceptualisations of Bieri, Scott, Vannoy, and
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others (e.g. Lichtenberg & Heck, and Castiglione) are as defective as we have 
suggested, the only effect of Schneier's work is to obscure and entrench such defects. 
The announcement that Bieri's test has all the right psychometric properties is one that 
will simply diminish criticality and encourage other researchers to persist with research 
that may well be fundamentally misconceived.
Definitional Error and its Implications
In their attempts to arrive at satisfactory definitions of new scientific terms, 
theoreticians sometimes seem to vacillate between extreme carelessness and extreme 
caution.
For example, some theorists seem to take the view that, in their capacity as 
scientists, they are free to define new terms in any way they choose. Their attitude 
seems to be that, provided they give a reasonably clear account of what thev mean by a 
given term, that is all that is needed. At the other extreme, however, there are theorists 
who seem to be forever agonising about "the precise meaning" of the terms that they use. 
It is as if they think that there are unique and absolutely-correct definitions lying around 
and waiting to be found, if only they had the ability and the patience to discover them.
These two views, which are almost diametrically opposed to each other, are 
both in error. The carefree "anything goes" approach is wrong because it is simply not 
true that scientists are free to define terms in anv way that they like. It would be absurd, 
for example, to define cognitive complexity as a special kind of guided missile. And no 
brewery is ever likely to produce a new brand of beer called "Cognitive Complexity". 
Definitions of this kind would be a flagrant abuse of English, because there is no 
etymological continuity between the definiens and the definiendum. It would likewise be 
almost as crass to define cognitive complexity as "a state of emotional confusion". 
Whilst emotional confusion (or conflict or turmoil) might sometimes be present in the
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cognitive complex person (i.e. it might be a frequent concomitant condition), we cannot 
say that cognitive complexity is a state of emotional confusion. If we were to make such 
an assertion, we would be tacitly repudiating a whole tradition of psychological thinking 
which requires us to think of emotion as being different from cognition.
The reason that we cannot (or should not) define terms in any way we please is 
that our choice of words always has implications that need to be considered in a wider 
context. It is necessary to study these implications, in order to satisfy ourselves that they 
are acceptable.
Suppose, for example, that Frank Barron had chosen, some 33 years ago, to 
define cognitive complexity as "the tendency to use long words when called upon to 
explain the ordinary everyday behaviour of other people". In its own narrow way, this 
definition is actually not much worse than that of Lichtenberg & Heck. No doubt such a 
definition would have provoked some heavy theoretical discussion as to whether it was 
better to count long words, or words of more than two syllables - and whether it might 
also be appropriate to include short words (such as 'drive' and 'set') if they were being 
used in a technical sense. There might also have been arguments about the desirability of 
counting the absolute number of long words, rather than (say) the proportion of long 
words to short words. And so on. Either way, there would have no great difficulty in 
securing "test measures", and no trouble at all in getting a completely different sort of 
bandwagon rolling. If events had proceeded in this way, the present thesis would be 
reviewing a completely different set of correlational data, factor analyses, validational 
coefficients, and the like - all reported under precisely the same heading of "Cognitive 
Complexity".
It is important to recognise that arbitrary conceptualisations, of the kind just 
described, cannot possibly be correct. And the reason for this is that psychology has 
already established a nexus of key terms such as cognition, conation, affect, etc., whose
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meanings and inter-relationships must be respected, if psychology is ever to develop a 
coherent body of theory. There is no way, even in principle, in which a coherent body 
of psychological theory can develop, if different researchers and theorists use the same 
words in ways that are partially at odds with one another. Researchers and theorists 
who exercise their freedom to define terms in any way that happens to suit their own 
convenience are, in the long run, simply ensuring the fragmentation of psychological 
science. They are creating bandwagons that can roll forever, but only in comparative 
disregard of one another. In the long term, no overall coherence is possible.
At the same time, however, we must avoid the opposite tendency to think that, 
for any given term, there is only one "correct" or "best" definition. This point needs to 
be made because it is not uncommon to find psychologists who seem to believe (for 
example) that the traditional definition of INTELLIGENCE - namely, the ability to 
perceive (or educe) relevant relationships - is just about as perfect as it could possibly be.
As it happens, the definition of intelligence that has just been cited is quite a 
good one, precisely because, in the wider context, it has no obviouslv unacceptable 
implications. However, alternative definitions have been proposed from time to time, 
and one standard dictionary of psychological terms (by Chaplin, 1975) gives the 
following:
1. The ability to meet and adapt to novel situations quickly and 
effectively.
2. The ability to utilize abstract concepts effectively.
3. The ability to grasp relationships and to learn quickly.
Chaplin goes on to say:
"The three definitions are by no means independent; they 
merely emphasize different aspects of the (same) process.
In spite of the prevalence of intelligence testing, 
psychologists have found it difficult to define intelligence 
precisely... Most of the psychologists who developed the 
early tests side-stepped the problem of the precise nature of 
what they were measuring and attempted to make their 
scales good predictors of scholastic achievement...
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(Generally, they tended to fall back on the position that) 
intelligence is what intelligence tests measure..."
This is a fair summary of some of the ways in which professional psychologists 
have tended to construe intelligence over the years. And there would be very little point 
in arguing about which is "the best" way, or (worse) which is the "uniquely correct" 
way. Within limits, they are all acceptable. The fact that there is no uniquely correct way 
of defining intelligence does not, however, imply that we can construe intelligence in any 
way we please. Suppose, for example, that Binet had originally defined intelligence as 
"the ability to solve mathematical problems". As in the case of the Lichtenberg & Heck 
definition, we could say at once that such a definition could not possibly be right. 
Among other things, we would immediately have to invent a different term (other than 
'intelligence') for the ability to solve non-mathematical problems. This would in turn 
have various knock-on consequences of an unacceptable kind. For example, only the 
mathematically adept would be characterised as intelligent. And a potentially false 
distinction would have been introduced into the language of psychology, since two 
different terms would then exist to refer to what is generally believed to be the same 
ability. It is clear that the generation of false distinctions is a positive obstacle to the 
development of any coherent body of psychological theory. And this is why we cannot 
allow researchers like Lichtenberg & Heck (and Bieri and others) to theorise about 
cognitive complexity in wavs which are demonstrably untenable.
Even so, a surprisingly large number of theoreticians do seem to believe that 
they are entitled to define theoretical terms in any way they please, provided they make 
their usage clear. Since much of the Lichtenberg & Heck definition is not even clear, 
this particular excuse will not work in their case. But there is sometimes a further 
assumption that rough-and-ready definitions do not matter, because science is essentially 
self-correcting - so any initial errors of definition will eventually be discovered and 
corrected in the light of later systematic experimentation. There are two kinds of remarks 
that can be made about this sort of assumption.
1. Even if science were self-correcting, there is little to be said in favour of
70
starting with a definition which can be shown, with only a little thought (and without the 
need for any prior experimentation at all), to be defective. No systematic 
experimentation is required to see that definitions of the Lichtenberg & Heck kind are 
riddled with defects. All that is needed is a feel for the nature of science, and for the 
meaning of words, and for the implications of what it is that they might be trying to say. 
Why start with a definition that is manifestly wrong when, with a little more effort, it is 
possible to start with a definition that looks as if it might acutally "hold up"?
2. Such evidence as there is suggests that science is all too often not 
self-correcting. Certainly, there is nothing inherent in scientific activity that renders it 
rapidly self-correcting. Indeed, one reason why scientists seem to reach an impasse, or 
get bogged down, in their scientific endeavours is that they are simply not able to 
identify (or extricate themselves from) the errors that are bringing them to a standstill. 
As Lewis (1981) has pointed out, errors that go uncorrected tend to become entrenched. 
Error overlays error until, finally, a state of no-progress is reached. It is therefore 
particularly important to try to identify and correct errors at the earliest opportunity. And 
this is exactly what researchers like Lichtenberg & Heck (and their predecessors) fail to 
do. In their bustling enthusiasm to construct tests, do experiments, and factor analyse 
their results etc., they fail to notice the trouble that they are building up, for themselves 
and for psychological science as a whole, by their failure to attend to the conceptual 
bases of their busy actions.
Three "Test" Cases
If someone (a young child, for example) were to define a horse as a 4- legged 
animal that is over 5 feet high, we could cast doubt on the credibility of the definition in 
two ways. We could first of all point to elephants, bisons, giraffes, etc. And we could 
also point to horses that are less than 5 feet high. The definition would then be seen to 
be doubly defective. If taken literally, it would accept as horses a whole variety of
71
creatures that, on closer reflection, we would not wish to regard as horses. If taken 
literally, it would also reject (as not being horses), some creatures - young fillies, for 
example - that we do indeed wish to regard as being horses.
All definitions are vulnerable to two types of error. They can either be "too 
loose" - and, in so being, categorise non-instances as being valid instances (e.g. 
categorise elephants as being horses). Or they can be "too restrictive" - and, in so being, 
categorise valid instances as being non- instances (e.g. categorise young fillies as being 
not horses).
We have already pointed out that definitions of the Lichtenberg & Heck (and 
Bieri) kind are too restrictive, in that they restrict cognitive complexity to the 
interpersonal domain. But they are also too loose, in that they categorise as being 
cognitively complex people whom we would normally not wish to regard as being 
cognitively complex. It is appropriate, therefore, to look at this second kind of error, the 
error of looseness, a little more closely. And the way to do this is to see how definitions 
of the Lichtenberg & Heck kind "match up" against some judiciously-chosen imaginary 
cases.
Let us begin, then, by considering the cognitive state of an ordinary housewife 
who is wandering around a supermarket doing the weekend shopping. Let us suppose 
that the housewife has about 30-40 items of shopping that she is "bearing in mind". And 
let us also suppose (reasonably enough) that these 30-40 items are all highly organized 
and inter-related in her own thinking, in virtue of the dishes that she is intending to 
prepare for her family. In other words, she wanders around the supermarket saying to 
herself things like, "I need to get X and Y and Z, because these are all essential 
ingredients in so- and-so. But if I cannot get Y, I might have to make do with P and Q 
instead, and then I probably will not need quite as much of R or Z..."
In terms of the Lichtenberg & Heck definition, this lady would appear to be
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attending to, and thinking about, a large number of things. And the things in question 
are surely being considered in an organized fashion. It can hardly be denied that 
substantial numbers of dimensions of discrimination and evaluation etc." are being 
employed - and employed in a well-integrated way. Is the housewife therefore 
behaving in a cognitive complex way? On a literal interpretation of the Lichtenberg & 
Heck definition, the answer would appear to be an unqualified "Yes". But most people 
(including, in all probability, the lady herself) would probably answer with a resounding 
"No". To the accomplished cook, there would seem to be nothing the least bit 
complicated about a typical excursion to a supermarket. What, then, has gone wrong? 
What features of the supermarket situation make us reluctant to say that the housewife is 
displaying cognitive complexity? And what implications does this example have for the 
kind of definition offered by Lichtenberg & Heck?
Before probing these questions further, let us add two more test cases to our
list.
Let us next imagine the case of an experienced rally driver who races cars 
around tortuous country and mountain roads, and who does this in all kinds of road and 
weather conditions. Such a person is obviously responding in a sensitive way to a wide 
range of visual and auditory and kinaesthetic cues. There is clearly a large number of 
dimensions of discrimination and evaluation involved. And these dimensions are 
obviously organized (to use the Lichtenberg & Heck terminology) in a tightly controlled 
way. On a literal interpretation of the Lichtenberg & Heck definition, the rally driver is 
surely exhibiting cognitive complexity. What is more, the rally driver is being 
cognitively complex on Bieri-type definitions as well. If ever there was a clear-cut 
example of rapid multi-dimensional information processing, this must surely be it!
Finally, let us consider the case of a group of monkeys playing with one another 
among the treetops of a jungle. This must surely be a good analogue of the rally driver
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situation. There is the same kind of "intelligent anticipation and wariness", for example. 
Each monkey is not just swinging, in a random fashion, to any branch that happens to 
loom in front of him. Rather, he is swinging to a branch that is (a) likely to bear his 
weight, and (b) likely to keep his options (for subsequent directions of movement) open 
by leading to other branches that will also bear his weight. As the monkeys play and 
chatter in synchrony with one another, and as they move en bloc in a semi-purposive 
way, and as they also remain (presumably) on the alert for assorted hazards/predators, 
they are obviously sensitized to a rich variety of visual and auditory and kinaesthetic 
cues. The fluency and adaptability of their actions also suggests that the relevant 
dimensions of discrimination and judgement are very well integrated. There is again no 
lack of rapid multi-dimensional information processing. So, according to both Bieri and 
Lichtenberg & Heck, we must presumably credit each monkey with being cognitively 
complex in situations of this kind.
Here, then, are three "test cases" - the housewife in the supermarket, the rally 
driver, and the monkey in the trees. If the definition of Lichtenberg & Heck (and also of 
Bieri and others) is to be taken at its face value, the housewife and the rally driver and 
the monkey must all be deemed to be exhibiting cognitive complexity. Is this reallv an 
acceptable conclusion?
When I first started to ponder questions of this kind, it seemed obvious to me 
that the conclusion was nol acceptable. With some reluctance, I might have conceded 
that the housewife was showing some signs of cognitive complexity in her trip around 
the supermarket. For example, I could imagine her dithering and hesitating at certain 
points, while she weighed up (in her own mind) a whole range of factors to do with (a) 
the ingredients for her proposed dishes, and (b) the prices of the relevant ingredients, 
and (c) the quality and freshness of the goods on display, and (d) whether or not the 
prices were fair, and (e) how long alternative ingredients might take to prepare, and (f) 
the fads and fancies of the people she was going to cook for, and (g) whether or not she
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had enough room in her shopping bag, and (h) how heavy it would all be to carry, and 
so on. When factors of this kind repeatedly enter into one's considerations, there are 
elements of cognitive complexity in the decision making. However, the shoe begins to 
pinch a little when we are asked to attribute cognitive complexity to à rally driver who 
would normally be described (by the fraternity of professional psychologists) as 
exhibiting nothing more than a skilled psvchomotor performance. And it is even more 
difficult to attribute cognitive complexity to monkeys who appear to be functioning in an 
almost purely instinctive fashion.
Looking Deeper
If a young child were to define a horse in the manner described in the last 
section (i.e. as a 4-legged animal over 5 feet in height), even the most lowly teacher 
would know how to cope with such a situation. He would simply show the child 
non-horses (e.g. elephants) that are over 5 feet high, and genuine horses (smaller 
breeds, fillies...) that are under 5 feet high. The remedial procedure is one that almost 
any young child is likely to be able to understand. It consists in getting the child to see 
that his erroneous definition "lets in" creatures which, on closer reflection, he would not 
really wish to let in. And it also excludes certain creatures which, on closer reflection, 
he would not really wish to exclude.
The question that needs to be asked is why on earth researchers and 
theoreticians in the field of cognitive complexity have never thought it appropriate to run 
similar child-like tests on their own definitions? To the best of my belief, there is not a 
single paper, anywhere in the field of cognitive complexity research, that sets up the 
sorts of "test cases" that have just been described. Instead, researchers like Schneier go 
to great lengths to compute recondite-looking validity coefficients - without ever first 
enquiring whether their definitions and conceptualisation withstand even the simplist and 
most straightforward and most natural of tests.
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Presumably, some researchers would wish to say that our three tests (the 
housewife, the rally driver, and the monkey) are "not fair". Bieri supporters might 
argue, for example, that rally drivers and monkeys do not have (or are not using) 
Kelly-type "personal constmcts". And Scott might argue that monkeys would never be 
able to participate in his task of sorting the Nations of the world into groups. Objections 
of this kind would, however, be specious. Among other things, we might note that 
monkeys could not take the Ravens Progressive Matrices Test - but that does not imply 
that monkeys have no intelligence. With respect to Bieri, we might also note that he 
himself does not use personal constmcts in the strict Kelly sense. The tmth of the matter 
is that for Bieri, as for Scott and most other researchers in this field, the essence of 
cognitive complexity is the number of dimensions of discrimination and/or judgement 
that subjects use in their attempts to cope with certain kinds of challenges. This being 
so, it is entirely fair to insist that, by the criteria of these researchers, the housewife and 
rally driver and monkey do qualify as being cognitively complex.
If this last conclusion is unacceptable (as I believe it is), the matter is one that 
needs to be sorted out, rather than brazened out. There is no point in researchers getting 
defensive or angry, or claiming that their views have been parodied or misunderstood, 
etc. The only civilised response is to say something like:
"Yes, I can see that past definitions of cognitive complexity 
have been as leaky as a sieve. Yes, I can see that many of 
them have been too restrictive in that they have tended to 
constme cognitive complexity as an almost exclusively 
inte^ersonal phenomenon. And I agree that, even when a 
particular definition, such as Vannoy’s, has not been so 
exclusionary, it remains true that researchers have 
generally failed to investigate anything other than the 
interpersonal aspect. And Yes, I can see now that 
references to such thing as "the number and organization of 
dimensions..." are much too vague, and that the vagueness 
is never rectified in the main body of the papers that these 
researchers produce. I also agree that, in quite a few 
cases, researchers have tended to concern themselves only 
with the "number" of dimensions, and have virtually 
ignored the matter of the way in which a cognitively 
complex person might "organize" such dimensions. I also 
agree that, even when both components (i.e. number and 
organization) are considered, the whole issue is obscured
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by a failure to say what a dimensionjs, and a failure to take 
any account at all of such matters as non-linear 
relationships and discontinuities that might arise as 
between one dimension and another. Finally, I agree that, 
because of the vague and light-weight manner in which 
researchers tend to talk about "dimensions of 
discrimination and/or evaluation etc.", their definitions do 
indeed attribute cognitive complexity to the housewife in 
the supermarket, the rally driver, and the monkey in the 
trees..."
This would of course be a very humbling sort of confession to make, and it 
would effectively call in question almost all the research that has ever been done in the 
area. No doubt correlation addicts would say that a lot of thought-provoking 
correlations had been found. And if this is regarded as being adequate consolation for 
having moved so far and so persistently in the wrong direction, it would be tactful not to 
argue the point. Perhaps the most polite thing that can be said is that, somewhere along 
the way, cognitive complexity research took "a wrong turn". The task is now to try to 
reorientate it in a more promising direction. And one way of beginning to do this is to 
look around for circumstances/situations in which the attribution of cognitive complexity 
would seem to be unequivocally justified.
Some Tvpical Instances
Appropriate circumstances/situations can fairly easily be called to mind. For 
example, the whole domain of socio-economic planning is one that appears to involve 
high cognitive complexity. And if we examine the convoluted writings of certain 
sociologists (Talcott Parsons, for instance), the theories and conjectures that they 
fabricate likewise seem to require a high level of cognitive complexity. More generally, 
numerous professions (the Law, for example) seem to demand cognitive complexity of 
their practitioners. To take just one example, the Law of Taxation is almost 
impenetrable, these days, to the average layman. The writings of philosophers, 
theologians, literary critics, and social commentators can also reveal high degrees of 
cognitive complexity. At a more mundane level, entrepreneurs in the business world
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need to be cognitively complex when they are planning large-scale take-over bids. Much 
the same can be said of negotiators in the Common Market. As previously mentioned, 
there is even a high level of cognitive complexity involved in playing (e.g. at 
grandmaster level) a game such as chess.
Here, then, is a fairly non-controversial list of "typical instances" of 
cognitive-complexity-in-action - a list of circumstances/situations which most people 
would willinglv (and, I suspect, almost unanimously) describe as calling for cognitive 
complexity. The list is obviously not complete. We might have included such items as 
military planning, the breeding of rare plants or animals, the trouble-shooting of complex 
electronic equipment, and so on. It is also possible to identify activities that seem to call 
for cognitive complexity, but at somewhat lesser levels of intensity. Most kinds of 
everyday planning fall within this category - planning a holiday abroad, planning for 
retirement, planning a new extension to one's house, and so on. Planning for 
contingencies of one kind or another is quite a common everyday human activity. And 
Juniper (1976) offers a rich variety of hints/guidelines/heuristics for helping people to 
tackle such problems more effectively.
What do all these "typical instances" have in common? And how do they differ 
from the example of the monkey swinging through the trees? There are several pertinent 
points to be made.
First of all, each of our typical instances involves, without exception, the 
distinctively human process of reasoning - reasoning, that is, via the extensive use of 
humanlike language and symbol systems. As monkeys swing through the trees, we 
might well concede that they are engaging in what Bieri and others describe as 
multidimensional information processing. But the expression "information processing" 
should not delude us into thinking that the monkeys are reasoning in a humanlike way. 
The fact is that, whenever we think of what seem to be clear-cut examples of cognitive
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complexity - when we think, for example, of socio-economic planners, business 
entrepreneurs, grandmasters of chess, and so on - we are thinking of situations which 
call for the kind of humanlike language system that makes possible the marshalling and 
comparison of relevant data, the formulating of hypotheses, and drawing of conclusions, 
the making of decisions, and so on. If we are wanting to attribute cognitive complexity 
only to examples of this "clear-cut" kind, we are asserting (in effect) that cognitive 
complexity is essentially a linguistic phenomenon.
Secondly, all of the "typical instances" that we have cited also involve the kind 
of reasoning process that requires the reasoner to take account of a substantial number of 
relevant "considerations" or "themes" or "topics". And this does not seem to be quite the 
same as the bringing in (or "employing") of what people like Lichtenberg & Heck 
describe as a substantial number of "dimensions of discrimination and evaluation". 
When we observe the mode of working of a competent socio-economic planner or 
lawyer or entrepreneur, what often impresses us is the amount of material (e.g. the 
number of "considerations" or "themes" or "topics") that such people are able to 
introduce into their reasoning. For example, a good socio-economic planner will at 
some time or other think about such things as the quality of life, environmental 
conservation, noise levels, the organizing and financing of relevant facilities, and so on. 
And each of these "things" is very much more, and very much richer, than what writers 
like Lichtenberg & Heck choose to describe as "a dimension or possible meaning..". 
What we have tentatively described as a consideration or theme or topic (the topic of 
environmental conservation, for example) is itself an immensely complicated gestalt. At 
the very least, such a topic must be constituted out of a richly-integrated system of 
dimensions of possible meaning. But it is clear that the language of "dimensions of 
meaning" can hardly begin to do justice to a satisfactory elucidation of what a topic is.
Finally, we must note that cognitive complexity is not just a matter of bringing 
in a substantial number of considerations or topics into account in a "light-weight" or
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superficial sort of way. When the socio-economic planner takes economic 
considerations into account, he is obliged to look into the salient economic factors in 
some depth and, just as importantly, without getting lost. In other words, the 
considerations that he brings to bear on his socio-economic planning have a depth and 
intricacy which he must somehow be able to penetrate, and come out of, without losing 
track of his overall goal. This is even true of a grandmaster of chess. Such a person 
must, in certain situations, be able to contemplate a variety of possible strategic plans. 
And each of the strategic plans must be "gone into" to the requisite depth and with the 
requisite precision. At the same time, cross-comparisons must be run as between one 
possible strategy and another, so that the most promising-looking strategy can eventually 
be selected as the one that the player would be best advised to adopt. Similar comments 
hold, of course, in respect of the business entrepreneur contemplating or master-minding 
a large take-over bid.
If the last three paragraphs are taken seriously, they would seem to present a 
radical challenge to all existing conceptualisations of cognitive complexity.
In the first of our three paragraphs, we departed from conventional definitions 
of the Lichtenberg & Heck kind by explicitly associating cognitive complexity with 
man's unique ability to REASON. Since humans reason with the help of language 
(ordinary language, together with specially constructed scientific and technical and 
mathematico-logical languages), this view imparts a very definite LINGUISTIC flavour 
to the concept of cognitive complexity. Whatever else cognitive complexity might be or 
do as a phenomenon, it must surely play a significant role in the linguistic or "symbol 
manipulating" activities that people engage in.
In the second of our three paragraphs, we next called attention to what might 
suitably be described as a BREADTH OF CONTEXT factor. Roughly speaking, this is 
to do with how wide-ranging a person's "pattern of relevant associations" is, when that
80
person is trying to come to grips with some problem. It is to do with how much material 
the person can effectively "bring in" as being pertinent to the discussion that he is having 
(either with himself, or on paper, or with another person, or via some alternative 
interface). A person who sees large numbers of different considerations/themes/topics 
etc. as being relevant is a person who has breadth of context.
In the last of our three paragraphs, we finally called attention to what might 
suitably be described as a DEPTH OF NESTING factor. Roughly speaking (again), this 
is to do with how deeply a person can "dive into" various facets of a topic without 
getting lost. The challenge is to be able to probe and dig into any topic that is perceived 
as being possibly relevant, and to be able to emerge again - preferably with some useful 
tentative conclusions, and without having lost sight of the over-arching goal that inspired 
the problem in the first place. The point being made here is that the cognitively complex 
person does more than bring in a diversity of possibly-relevant 
considerations/themes/topics etc. He additionally has the ability to investigate such 
topics in some depth (namely, a depth which allows him to arrive at, and emerge with, 
helpful provisional conclusions). In other words, the various topics that the cognitively 
complex person brings into consideration in his reasoning are not of a superficial, 
ill-digested, or shallow kind. Where necessary, they have real substance. They have 
enough content and structure and significance (to the person concerned) to enable him to 
make worthwhile investigations, and to do so without any serious risk of confusing 
himself.
A Single-Sentence Definition
What, then, is cognitive complexity? Since "basic" definitions traditionally tend 
to be only one sentence long, what single sentence can we come up with which will 
convincingly "capture the essence" of cognitive complexity?
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Perhaps it is worth remarking that there is no compelling reason for going along 
with the convention that a single-sentence definition is required. Effective 
communication takes as long as it takes. If three sentences are needed to make an 
important point clear, then three sentences should be used. We also remark that if moral 
philosophers are asked questions like "What is Justice?", their answer is likely to be a 
whole book - followed, in all probability, by yet more books. Even so, there is some 
aesthetic satisfaction in trying to arrive at a single-sentence definition. If the essence of 
some phenomenon or concept cannot be captured in a single sentence, skeptics might be 
forgiven for wondering whether there is any clear-cut essence to be captured at all.
The attempt to meet this challenge required a great deal of thought, and I will not
even begin to list the 20-30 candidate definitions that I formulated and (eventually)
rejected. At the end of the day, my very best effort is as follows:
Cognitive Complexity is the name given to a mode of 
mental functioning that arises when an attempt is made to 
solve unfamiliar problems by bringing a variety of different 
considerations to bear upon them.
The significance of the above definition resides partly in what it says, and partly 
in what it carefullv refrains from saying. A brief commentary is therefore in order.
(1) Strictly speaking, psychological terms and expressions can never be 
anything more than linguistic tools. They function, along with other linguistic devices, 
to help us talk about psychological phenomena of interest to us. The word is not the 
thing. It is a wav of naming.
Not many psychologists bother about such niceties. It is very common, for 
example, to hear intelligence defined as something like "the ability to perceive relevant 
relationships". But intelligence is literally only a word (a noun). It cannot be the ability 
itself. In the interests of precision, it would therefore be better to define intelligence as 
"the name given to the ability to perceive relevant relationships". Words like
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intelligence, or cognitive complexity, can name or point to or refer to certain phenomena. 
But they cannot be the phenomena. In keeping with the viewpoint, our definition of 
cognitive complexity tacitly notes that "cognitive complexity" is only a two-word 
expression. So we have chosen to describe it as the name given to a certain kind of 
mental functioning. We have therefore avoided the suggestion that it is a certain kind of 
mental functioning.
(2) The point that we have just made is not a major one. But it is not trivial 
either. The fact is that a great deal of confusion can arise if theoreticians fail to 
distinguish clearly between the phenomena that they are studying, and the names that 
they give to such phenomena. In spite of this, psychologists will no doubt continue to 
say that intelligence is an ability, rather than a way of naming such an ability. In like 
manner, they will presumably go on suggesting (according to their whims and 
inclinations) that cognitive complexity is a trait, or a disposition, or a variable, or 
whatever - rather than a name that they are choosing to give to a trait or disposition, etc. 
In the interest of brevity, reference to names tends to get dropped. No great harm results 
from this, providing we bear in mind the fact that the dropping is no more than a 
conventional short-hand "manner of speaking". From time to time we shall adopt this 
convention, without apology, ourselves.
(3) Our insistance on characterising cognitive complexity, intelligence, and so 
on, as names does however have one special advantage. It holds open the possibility of 
switching to different and possibilv better names at some time in the future. If we 
consider, for example, what most people characteristically mean by Intelligence, we find 
that they are not in general focusing on the ability to perceive relevent relationships. It is 
rather the case that intelligent people are reckoned to be good at distinguishing the true 
and helpful from the false and unhelpful. In challenging situations, they seem to be able 
to distinguish the essential from the inessential.
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The possibility therefore arises that what is currently named as intelligence might 
at some future date be more usefully re-named as discernment. But the possibility of 
changing long-standing terminology, in the light of scientific progress, is available only 
to people who understand that names are not sacrosanct.
(4) The foregoing remarks are germane to the attempt, in our single- sentence 
definition, to associate cognitive complexity with a certain kind of mental functioning. 
At first glance, it might seem more accurate to define cognitive complexity as the name 
given to a certain kind of cognitive functioning. But the truth is that there is more to 
cognitive complexity than "mere" cognition. If a person is trying to bring a variety of 
different considerations to bear upon some problem, there is obviously a certain amount 
of effort or striving going on. Probably there is conscious resistance to distraction as 
well. In short, the bringing to bear of different considerations necessitates the exercise 
of will-power. To use a somewhat old-fashioned term, there is conation as well as 
cognition. Nor is this all. In the course of struggling with such a problem, a variety of 
feelings and evaluations will be brought into play. Feelings of frustration, irritation, and 
the like, if the problem turns out to be unexpectedly tough. And feelings of pleasure, 
satisfaction, and the like, at the prospect of a final break-through. Background anxieties, 
hopes and fears, all testify to the continuing additional presence of emotion or affect. In 
recognition of all this, our definition deliberately speaks of mental functioning, rather 
than cognitive functioning. And this adds strength to our previous remarks about the 
possible re-naming of phenomena. Perhaps there will one day come a time when 
theoreticians realise that cognition and conation and affect are all inextricably bound up 
with one another. If such a time ever comes, expressions like cognitive complexity may 
give way to more general expressions such as mental complexity.
(5) Notice, next, that our definition carefully avoids describing cognitive 
complexity as being the name for an ability, or construct, or disposition, or trait, or 
information-processing variable, etc. What it says is something more straightforward.
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In essence, it states that if a person is bringing a variety of different considerations to 
bear upon the problems that confront him, then that person is ipso facto functioning in a 
cognitively complex manner.
What this means is that cognitive complexity is construed (in our definition) as 
being a necessarv and immediate consequence of trying to solve problems in a particular 
kind of way. In the very act of trying to bring a variety of different considerations to 
bear upon some problem or problems, a person automatically goes into a cognitively 
complex mode of functioning. If we so desired, we could emphasise this point by 
adding the words 'of necesssity' to our definition. Cognitive Complexity would then be 
defined as "the name given to a mode of mental functioning that arises of necessitv when 
an attempt is made to solve unfamiliar problems by bringing a variety of different 
considerations to bear upon them".
(6) According to our definition, cognitive complexity is a necessary and 
immediate consequence of trying to solve problems in a particular way - namely, by 
bringing a variety of different considerations to bear upon them. By implication, we 
might add that cognitive complexity, as have defined it, is also a pre-condition for 
trying to solve problems in such a way. A person who is unable to bring a variety of 
different considerations to bear upon a given problem is not capable of exhibiting or 
experiencing the kind of cognitive complexity that we are talking about. Such a person 
may well exhibit or experience confusion, impotence, frustration, and the like. But 
his/her cognitive processes, with respect to the problem in question, will be essentially 
simplistic and even (perhaps) child-like. If the problem, cannot be handled in a 
comparatively simple (e.g. routinised) way, it cannot be handled by that person at all. 
Our definition therefore has a tacit svmmetry built into it. No ability to bring multiple 
considerations to bear upon a problem implies no ability to be cognitively complex with 
respect to that problem. And vice-versa.
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(7) There may of course be several simplistic ways of trying to solve 
difficult-looking problems. We can call for help, throw a tantrum, make threats, offer 
bribes, try a lucky guess, apply some simple dogma or algorithm. And so on.
Cars do occasionally start if we kick them, and one way of coping with an 
impossible boss is to shoot him. Simplistic responses may well give (or seem to give) 
results that look quite promising, at least in the short run. But they do not involve the 
bringing to bear of multiple considerations, so they do not call for the kind of cognitive 
complexity that our definition speaks of.
(8) In the light of these remarks, it is possible to glimpse circumstances under 
which it might, after all, be "not unreasonable" to characterise cognitive complexity as 
some kind of ability or trait. If we consider any major social issue - teenage crime, 
poverty, inflation, etc. - we can hardly fail to notice how simplistic some people 
(including many politicans) are in comparison with others. For some politicians, the 
problem of teenage crime is one that could be solved by making sure the culprits are 
caught, and then punishing them more severely. And the problem of poverty can be 
solved by taxing the rich and abolishing nuclear weapons. Inflation poses no great 
problems either. All we have to do is make sure we improve our competitive position in 
the market place. These are not parodies. As a result of watching people trot out 
solutions of this kind, time and time again, the thought might occur to us that they 
simply have no abilitv (or no disposition) to bring multiple considerations to bear upon 
such problems.
As a further example, let us imagine that we are in a position to watch a 
high-powered socio-economic planner at work over a period of several years. And 
suppose we discover that on innumerable occasions he (a) brings a multiplicity of 
different considerations to bear upon the problems he is faced with, and (b) invariably 
manages to come up with impressive-looking solutions which actually work. Again, we
86
might be tempted to regard his cognitive complexity as a sort of ability or "gift". Such a 
conclusion would be urged upon us by the feeling that some people c&n bring multiple 
considerations to bear upon complex problems, whereas others either cannot or will not.
(9) The construal of cognitive complexity as a certain kind of ability - or, less 
objectionably, as the name given to a certain kind of ability - does not in any way 
invalidate our proposed single-sentence definition. When asked what kind of ability it 
is, we reply that it is the kind of ability that is demanded of any person who attempts to 
solve unfamiliar problems by bringing a variety of different considerations to bear upon 
them. In this sense, our definition stands as the essence-capturing statement of what 
cognitive complexity is.
Similar comments can be made in respect of other characterisations. Clearly, 
our definition is not in any way invalidated by the assertion that Cognitive Complexity is 
(say) a "research topic". If we ask what sort of research topic it is, our single-sentence 
definition provides the essence-capturing answer.
(10) The point to be noticed is that our definition deliberately strives to be 
"robust" against seemingly-awkward objections and counter-examples. For example, 
the definition deliberately avoids making any comment about the propriety or 
appropriateness of bringing multiple considerations to bear upon various sorts of 
problems. Socio-economic planners are virtually obliged, much of the time, to bring a 
variety of different considerations to bear upon their problems. But this is not 
necessarily tme of (say) a boss trying to deal with a troublesome employee. It may the 
case that the best way of handling the matter is for him to be entirely open and 
straightforward. But some bosses seem to be incapable of behaving in such a way. 
They agonise about what they should say, they imagine all sorts of things that might go 
wrong with the interview, they get into a defensive frame of mind before the employee 
even walks through the door. And so, by bringing to bear a whole variety of
87
unnecessary (and counterproductive) considerations to bear upon the problem they 
over-complicate and foul up what might otherwise have been a simple and 
easy-to-resolve matter.
Our definition makes no judgement at all about this sort of happening. It merely 
states what seems to us to be the case - namely, that if a person attempts to solve some 
problem by bringing a variety of different considerations to bear upon it, then that person 
is ipso facto exhibiting cognitive complexity, irrespective of whether or not the problem 
objectively needs to be handled in such a manner. Incidentally, this is one of several 
reasons why our definition refrained from characterising cognitive complexity as an 
ability. By general consent, an ability is generally regarded as being "a good thing". 
But there is nothing particularly good or commendable about marshalling a whole variety 
of considerations to cope with problems that are in fact amenable to simple solutions. 
People who behave in this way could justifiably be described as complicators. They 
display a quite unwarranted "wariness" in dealing with what are actually quite simple 
matters. Such people are certainly exhibiting cognitive complexity, but the cognitive 
complexity in question can hardly be described as an ability. It is more indicative of lack 
of ability.
(11) As early as chapter 1, we suggested that there might be more than one 
kind of cognitive complexity. Specifically, we distinguished between (a) the kind of 
incisive cognitive complexity that leads in the direction of clarity, and (b) the kind of 
muddleheaded cognitive complexity that leads in the direction of confusion. Our 
single-sentence definition deliberately encompasses both of these possibilities. 
Irrespective of whether the person concerned is incisive or muddleheaded, the fact that 
he is bringing a variety of considerations to bear is sufficient reason for asserting that he 
is being cognitively complex. In case (a), he is being cognitively complex to good 
effect. In case (b), he is being cognitively complex in a floundering sort of way.
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What this means is that our definition deliberately leaves scope for further 
elaboration. As knowledge about cognitive complexity increases, it will be open to 
researchers to distinguish (if it seems appropriate) between effective cognitive 
complexity and ineffective cognitive complexity. Under such a distinction, the former 
might reasonably be characterised as an ability, and the latter as a liability. If we bear in 
mind the point already made about "naming", researchers might additionally come to the 
conclusion that ineffective cognitive complexity would be better described as cognitive 
perplexitv. These possibilities all lie in the future. The point to be noted is that our 
definition is not in any way pre-emptive. It does not rule such possibilities out.
(12) When I first tried to arrive at a satisfactory single-sentence definition, I 
seriously considered defining cognitive complexity as a state of mind - namely, the state 
of mind that a person is in, when he is striving to solve problems by bringing a variety 
of different considerations to bear upon them. I eventually decided against this 
characterisation (a) because the expression "state of mind" seemed to have a rather static 
feel about it, and (b) because it is not satisfactory from the standpoint of an external 
observer. The point is that for the person who is being cognitively complex, cognitive 
complexity is an experience that he is actually going through. It will certainly seem like a 
distinctive "state of mind" to the person involved.
To an outside observer, however, cognitive complexity is more in the nature of 
an attribution. (A rough analogy here is provided by considering a toothache. 
Toothache is an experience, often of a particularly painful kind, to the sufferer. But it is 
not a painful experience to the external observer.) The challenge, then, is to find a form 
of words which would be appropriate both for the person who is being cognitively 
complex, and also for the observer of such a person. The expression "mode of mental 
functioning" seems to fit the bill almost perfectly. The person who is experiencing 
cognitive complexity can agree that he is experiencing a distinctive mode of mental 
functioning. And the outside observer can likewise attribute a distinctive mode of mental
89
functioning to anyone who appears to be bringing multiple considerations to bear, etc. 
Our single-sentence definition therefore encompasses the standpoints of both parties.
(13) Enough has been said, perhaps, to convince the reader that our definition 
has been carefully chosen. Even so, it may be worth looking a little more closely at 
some of the words used. To refresh the reader's memory.
Cognitive Complexity is the name given to a mode of 
mental functioning that arises when an attempt is made to 
solve unfamiliar problems by bringing a variety of different 
considerations to bear upon them.
We have already dealt at some length with the opening part of this definition - 
the part which characterises cognitive complexity as "the name given to a mode of mental 
functioning . So we shall not say anything further, here, about these particular words. 
The word 'arises' has also been dealt with, at least implicitly, by our claim that cognitive 
complexity necessarily arises, or comes into being, in the very instant of trying to bring 
multiple considerations to bear upon problems.
The word 'attempt' is deserving of comment. Let us note that when a person is 
said to be problem-solving, this does not necessarily imply that he is actually solving
p x u u ic i i i s .  tiia .1 . i t  xxxw uiio  l a  m a t  i iC  iS  a t t C î î l p  t i l l  g  tO  SOlvC probleiT iS. Gur d cfiiiiL iO ll
deliberately captures this nuance, because it carries no implications concerning the 
success or otherwise of such attempts. According to our definition, a person, who 
attempts to solve problems by bringing a variety of different considerations to bear upon 
them is a person who is (by that very fact) being cognitively complex - irrespective of 
whether or not his attempt is successful.
The word 'unfamiliar' also calls for comment. The first point to be noticed is 
the obvious negative correlation between familiarity and cognitive strain. The greater our 
familiarity with a given problem, the smaller the cognitive strain involved in coping (or
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attempting to cope) with it. Consider, for example, the predicament of a person who is 
taking his first driving lesson. So many things to remember, so many things to take into 
consideration.... It all seems impossibly complicated and, from the standpoint of our 
definition, the learner driver is indeed being plunged into a cognitively complex 
condition. With practice, however, the requisite considerations can all be mastered. The 
experience of cognitive complexity fades, and is replaced by the confident feeling of 
having acquired a fluent skiU.
These comments effectively "solve" the rally driver problem mentioned earlier in 
this chapter. The point is that all aspiring learners (not just aspiring rally drivers, or 
aspiring tennis players) experience cognitive complexity in the early stages of learning, 
whenever such learning calls for a variety of different considerations to be brought to 
bear upon the task that they have set themselves. But skills of the rally driver kind all 
have one vital ingredient in common. They all involve the phenomenon of recurrence. 
This enables the salient considerations to be mastered in a piecemeal fashion, by a 
process of repetition and trial and error and corrective feedback. To an uninformed 
layman, every mountainous racing track might look different. But to the experienced 
rally driver, they are all, in all respects that matter, the same. If this were not the case - 
if, for example, a rally driver were suddenly to encounter a stretch of road containing 
patches of quicksand, and hidden spikes, and electric cables strung across the road at a 
height of 2-3 feet - he would soon notice the difference. If he lived that long.
The transition from hesitant/uncertain cognitive complexity to fluent skilled 
peformance depends crucially upon the extent to which relevant circumstances recur. 
This is an important point because there are some circumstances and professions in 
which recurrence is largely absent. Presumably a politician or a socio-economic planner 
might be given a whole series of tasks in which every task involves a radically different 
set of considerations. Such a person would never be able to "routinise" his problem­
solving behaviour in the manner of the experienced rally driver, because each new task
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would (by virtue of its unfamiliarity) plunge him into a new kind of cognitive 
complexity. If he were to encounter some task for which he was unable or unwilling 
(e.g. through lack of time or knowledge or ability) to bring the requisite considerations 
to bear, he would of course be obliged to shift into one of the more simplistic modes of 
functioning mentioned earlier. Politicians often do this by such devices as delegating, 
setting up advisory committees, calling for reports from Civil Servants, and/or generally 
crudifying the issues that matter.
There are some interesting intermediate cases. Consider, for example, the 
writings of Agatha Christie. The putting together of a coherent detective story obviously 
requires a substantial variety of considerations to be brought to bear on matters to do 
with content, plot, relationships between Key characteristics, the laying of false trails, 
the nature and style of document, the addition of "general interest" (titillation) features, 
and so on. To this extent, the whole enterprise is a cognitively complex one. 
Admittedly, the level of cognitive complexity is to a large degree under the control of the 
author. For example, Agatha Christie's characters have very little depth. The major 
emphasis is always on a story line in which there is a tantalising mix of indications and 
counterindications. The question to be asked is whether, as the years went by, the task 
of writing detective stories became increasingly easv for Agatha Christie? Did each new 
story plunge her into agonising depths of cognitive complexity, or was she able to 
"routinise" the process in the way that Barbara Cartland (for example) seems to routinise 
the churning out of romantic novels?
The point is this. Whereas some kinds of tasks have all the appearance (to 
outsiders) of requiring considerable cognitive complexity, the people who tackle such 
tasks successfully are sometimes able to do so because they operate at a level of 
abstraction which enables them to eliminate or "cut through" much of the seeming 
complexity. What looks like a really difficult piece of problem solving is actually 
nothing more (to the person concerned) then the exercise of a well-polished skill. For all
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that we know, detective stories that Agatha Christie wrote in her later years may have 
posed very few problems at all. For her, the tackling of a new story may have seemed 
as simple and routine a task as that of a professional chef preparing a new dish. We 
cannot safely assume that what looks like an unfamiliar task to m  will also look 
unfamiliar and difficult and cognitively complex to an accomplished expert.
Clearly, there is more to this word ’unfamiliar' than meets the eye. Its use in 
our definition begs a substantial number of questions. And this is again deliberate, 
because it is in the nature of all well-considered single-sentence definitions that they 
should provoke questions and explorations of the kind just considered.
Let us finally note, then, that the word, 'unfamiliar' should be construed as "not 
adequately understood by the aspiring problem-solver". It is this lack of understanding 
that makes the sensitive problem-solver aware of the need to search for, and investigate, 
relevant considerations. Once again, this needs to be said because people differ in the 
way in which they construe the word 'unfamiliar'. For example, many people would 
say that inflation is a familiar problem - in the sense that everybody keeps on hearing 
about it. According to our usage, however, it is a problem that seems not to be 
adequately understood by anyone. And this makes it an unfamiliar problem. It is this 
unfamiliarity (i.e. unfamiliarity with the requirements of the problem) that induces 
cognitive complexity in any person who tried to take it seriously, rather than flippantly or 
superficially.
(14) If we now pass on from the word 'unfamiliar', we find that the next word 
in our definition is 'problems'. The attentive reader might wonder why we have put this 
word in its plural form. Our answer is that, from a psychological standpoint, there is 
generally no such thing as a single problem. The fact is that problems beget problems. 
In the very act of addressing what might seem to be a single problem (the problem of 
Inflation, for example), all sorts of questions are likely to "come to mind". These
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questions are (in effect) additional/supplementary problems that spill out of our 
consideration of the initial problem. If we are addressing an unfamiliar problem - i.e. a 
problem which is not (at least in its early stages) adequately understood - this 
automatically guarantees that we have a plurality of problems on our hands. Hence the 
adoption, in our definition, of the plural form.
(15) Finally, we come to the last part of the definition - the part which speaks of 
"the bringing to bear of a variety of different considerations". This is the most succinct 
expression that I could find to convey something of the already-mentioned notions of 
breadth of context and depth of nesting. If we were wanting to give a single-sentence 
definition of what we previously described (albeit tentatively) as effective cognitive 
complexity, our chosen expression would possibly be rather too succinct. It would be 
desirable to expand it in various ways, to cover the points that we earlier made about (a) 
bringing a variety of relevant considerations to bear, and (b) investigating such 
considerations to "appropriate depths", and (c) doing this without getting lost and 
without losing sight of the original goal, so that we could finally (d) emerge with a 
seemingly-satisfactory solution.
However, we have gone to some trouble, over the last few pages, to stress that 
our definition is not intended to be a definition solely of "effective" cognitive complexity. 
It is meant to be a concise essence-capturing definition of "cognitive-complexity- 
in-general". For this avowedly-general purpose, our formulation would seem to be 
entirely satisfactory. It would of course be possible to modify or expand our proposed 
definition to cover particular kinds of cognitive complexity. For example, we might 
offer a definition of effective (e.g. incisive and/or successful) cognitive complexity, 
along the lines indicated in the previous paragraph. We might also attempt a definition of 
ineffective (e.g. confused and/or unsuccessful) cognitive complexity. We might 
additionally attempt definitions applicable to (a) the interpersonal domain, and/or (b) the 
technological domain, and/or (c) the cultural domain. And so on. But these are aU in the
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nature of qualifications or "special cases". The priority task is to secure a 
reasonable-looking definition of cognitive-complexity-in-general. And this is what our 
single-sentence definition tries to achieve.
(16) These remarks effectively conclude what we orgininally described as a 
"brief commentary" on our single-sentence definition. Although the commentary has 
extended over some 20 pages, it has indeed been brief in comparision with what might 
have been said. Many quite significant points have been dealt with in only 1-2 
paragraphs apiece. If the commentary strikes the reader as being excessively long, this 
may be due to the fact that most researchers seem to spend almost no time at all on their 
definitions. We therefore repeat our claim that psychological theory and research can 
progress in a coherent and orderly fashion if and onlv if their conceptual foundations are 
prepared with the greatest possible care. Researchers who try to build on shaky 
foundations, with rough-and-ready definitions that cannot possibly be right, can always 
busy themselves with what we have described as "the correlation game". But, as the 
correlational findings built up in the literature, the overall picture will (if we are honest) 
gradually look more and more confused - with the result that most researchers will tend 
to leave the area after having made only a few light-weight sorties into it.
In the field of Cognitive Complexity, this state of affairs has been confirmed 
again and again. The empirical findings have been unclear and inconclusive. The main 
actors - Barron, Bieri, Scott, Vannoy, and others - have quietly left the scene. Research 
programmes have gently fizzled out. And so on. Our contention is that this pattern wiU 
continue until someone takes the trouble to get the conceptual foundations right. If this 
can be done, researchers will at least be clear about what they should be trying to do, and 
why they should be trying to do it.
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The Relationship of Re-conceptualised Cognitive Complexity to Cognitive Stvle
At this point in the discussion of the re-conceptualisation of cognitive 
complexity, the question arises as to how it relates to other constructs which researchers 
have used to describe methods of mental functioning.
A relevant and widely used construct is "cognitive style".
"Cognitive style" refers to self-consistent and enduring individual 
differences in cognitive organisation and functioning. The term 
refers both to individual differences in general principles of 
cognitive organisation (simplification and consistency trends) and 
to various self-consistent icüosyncratic tendencies (intolerance for 
ambiguity; memory for particular kinds of experience) that are not 
reflective of human cognitive functioning in general......."
(Ausubel and others, 1978, page 203.)
Cognitive style in this sense reflects differences in personality organisation, as 
well as differences in cognitive capacity and functioning.
The most elaborate work on cognitive style is that of Witkin and others (1977). 
Several essential charprteristies of cognitive in general arc identifieu;
(a) "... cognitive styles are concerned with the form rather than the 
content of cognitive activity. They refer to individual 
differences in 'how' we perceive, think, solve problems, leam, 
relate to others, etc. (page 15.)
For Witkin, this characteristic has implications for the educational setting, and a 
student's personality with respect to how they leam. Witkin defined cognitive style in 
process terms which he described in detail, along with suggestions for ways of teaching 
students to use problem-solving strategies more appropriate to their styles, and to shift to 
strategies more suitable for the task at hand than their preferred strategies.
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(b) "They cut across the boundaries traditionally - and, we believe, 
inappropriately - used in compartmentalizing the human psyche 
and so help restore the psyche to its proper status as a holistic 
entity." (page 15.)
(c) "...they are stable over time." (page 15.)
(d) "...with regard to value judgements, cognitive styles are 
bipolar." (page 16.)
This last characteristic is particularly important, because it distinguishes 
cognitive styles from intelligence and other ability dimensions. With an ability like 
intelligence, it is better to have more rather than less of it. However, with cognitive 
styles, each pole has adaptive value under specified circumstances, and so may be 
judged positively in relation to those circumstances. The neutral character of cognitive 
styles, deriving from their value bipolarity, make it very much easier to inform a student 
about his individual cognitive style, than it does to tell him about his IQ score.
There is an analogy here from research into approaches to learning, which is 
closely related to work on cognitive styles. Marton and Saljo (1976a, 1976b) identified 
two levels of processing in learning ("approaches to learning" Entwistle and others 
1979a) fi*om texts, a surface approach concentrating on the form of the text, and a deep 
approach concentrating on the method. Laurillard (1979), however, found that students 
displayed both approaches according to their pereepticns of the demands of die learning 
situation.
Tomlinson (1981) summarizes this approach.
"...cognitive styles (or cognitive strategies, learning styles, learning 
strategies as they are called) refer to more restricted preferences, 
tendencies, perhaps habits, in aspects of information - processing 
across a variety of content domains - but this distinction is far from 
absolute, for cognitive styles have implications for personality and 
behaviour in general, and for learning in particular... " (page 244.)
This definition of cognitive style raises the issue as to whether cognitive style is 
a relatively permanent trait, or whether people use different styles according to their 
perceptions of the needs of different situations. Earlier, I have mentioned that cognitive
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complexity is consistent across a variety of domains. The issue of the consistency of 
cognitive complexity i.e. a person who is cognitively complex in one area is likely to be 
cognitively complex in another area is discussed later (page 195). However, I have 
pointed out that from my own observation of people in different situations in everyday 
life, some people can be cognitively simple in their approach to, for example, nuclear 
disarmament, but cognitively complex with respect to their hobby, for example, 
propagating a particular variety of tomato plant. It may well be that people are 
cognitively complex or cognitively simple, depending on the situation in which they find 
themselves.
More significant in relating the construct of cognitive style to re-conceptualised 
cognitive complexity, is its bipolarity. Witkin and others contrasted field dependence 
with field independence, Svensson (1976) holistic/atomistic approaches to learning, 
Pask (1975a, 1975b, 1976), Pask and Scott (1972) serialist and holist learning styles, 
Guilford (1971) convergent/divergent thinking, Kagan and others (1963) 
reflection/impulsivity. The critical issue in this context is this, is re-conceptualised 
cognitive complexity a cognitive style with a complex/simple bipolarity?
At this stage it is helpful to remind ourselves of how re-conceptualised cognitive 
complexity is defined.
"Cognitive Complexity is the name given to a mode of mental 
functioning that arises when an attempt is made to solve unfamiliar 
problems by bringing a variety of different considerations to bear 
upon them."
Note firstly, the broad relationship with the construct of cognitive style, 
cognitive complexity is a "mode of mental functioning". It does not, however, fit the 
bipolarity pattern. Re-conceptualised cognitive complexity describes a very different 
dimension of mental functioning. Not an option, or an ability or a construct in the sense 
used by Bmner (1956), or even a frame of reference or a plan (Miller and others 1960), 
but a predisposition that arises when a person attempts to solve unfamiliar problems by
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bringing a variety of different considerations to bear upon them. In this situation, a 
person can be, or can exhibit signs of being a cognitively complex holist, or a 
cognitively complex serialist, or they can exhibit cognitively complex field dependence, 
or cognitively complex field independence. If we take terminology used by Kagan and 
others (1963), a person can exhibit cognitively complex reflection, or cognitively 
complex impulsivity, or they can exhibit (to use Guilford's terms), cognitively complex 
convergence or cognitively complex divergence. These kinds of cognitive complexity 
relate to the breadth of context and depth of nesting factors, which were mentioned 
earlier in the chapter.
The holist, the independent, the reflective or the divergent person will possibly 
be able to bring in more pertinent points to a discussion (breadth of context), than the 
cognitively complex serialist, or dependent, or impulsive or convergent person. He may 
also be able to discuss a topic in some depth without getting lost (depth of nesting). This 
exercise would be more difficult for a person who is, for example, a cognitively complex 
serialist, or field dependent, or impulsive or convergent in their approach to solving 
problems. Cognitive complexity is thus a different dimension to that of cognitive style, 
and the definition developed for its re-conceptualisation, can be applied to the majority of 
cognitive styles identified by major workers in the field. These relationships offer scope 
for major research work.
Range of Applicability
One characteristic of a "good" definition is that it should demark a seemingly 
worthwhile and significant area of enquiry. The point is an important one because there 
is little to be gained by demarcating areas of only minor interest. For example, millions 
of people grow houseplants. But it would seem odd to try to develop a theory of 
houseplanting behaviour. However carefully we defined the behaviour of growing 
houseplants, our definition would simply not delineate a worthwhile area of
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psychological enquiry. It would not have the sort of generality or significance that 
would mark it out as deserving of systematic study.
If we ask about the kind of area delineated by our definition of cognitive 
complexity, we can see that the range of applicability of the definition is very wide 
indeed.
(1) First of all, cognitive complexity is manifestly present in all non-trivial (e.g. 
moderately sustained and serious) forms of theorising. Theorising, whether formal or 
informal, invariably requires the bringing to bear (on whatever it is that is being 
theorised about) of a variety of different considerations. Similar comments apply to the 
closely-related activity of scientific/symbolic model-building. It follows that a vast 
amount of philosophical and methodological literature of the kind produced by Popper, 
Carnap, Nagel, Hanson, Feyerabend, and many others - on the nature of theorising, on 
the processes of confirmation and disconfirmation, on the logic of discovery, and so on - 
is relevant to a fuller elucidation of what cognitive complexity is, and what it involves. 
We shall make no attempt to pursue this hare further in this thesis.
(2) The domain of cognitive complexity is not, however, coterminous with the 
domain of theorising and model-building. Governmental Commissions of Inquiry (e.g. 
into pornography, surrogate motherhood, the location of new airports, and so on) 
likewise call for multiplicity of considerations to be brought to bear. So also do mass 
media discussions of such trivia as the morals and life-styles of pop stars, or the 
appropriateness of exposing former Russian spies, or the rights and wrongs of sending a 
Rugby team to South Africa. In general, any kind of sustained speculation, or pro-ing 
and con-ing, is likely to provoke a barrage of considerations that various people think 
should be brought to bear on whatever matter is under discussion. The correspondence 
columns of the so-called "serious" weekly magazines and newspapers regularly 
exemplify this point.
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(3) As we have already indicated, the writing of books is an exercise in 
cognitive complexity. For some writers - professional philosophers, or novelists like 
Tolkein - the cognitive complexity involved often seems to be incredibly intense and 
highly sustained. For pulp-fiction writers, who shall be nameless, the cognitive 
complexity is presumably very much less. For me, the writing of this thesis certainly 
felt like an exercise in sustained cognitive complexity! But this is not intended to be a 
self-congratulatory remark. It is an observation which no doubt holds true of any piece 
of writing in which care needs to be taken in identifying and sifting through a wide 
variety of considerations.
(4) Numerous other examples of cognitive complexity come to mind. We have 
already remarked on the cognitive complexity that needs to be shown by socio-economic 
planners. In fact, all serious planning call for the exercise of cognitive complexity, 
because it is in the very nature of serious planning that multiple considerations must be 
brought to bear on the relevant problems. For similar reasons, all acts of sustained 
intellectual interpretation - the kinds of interpretation offered by psychoanalysts, literary 
critics, political and social commentators, and so no - characteristically require the 
bringing to bear of multiple considerations. And we have already mentioned additional 
examples such as the business entrepeneur organizing a take-over bid, an arbitrator or 
negotiator immersed in some industrial dispute or legalistic wrangle, or a chess player 
stmggling with a difficult position. Obviously, there is no possibility of coming up with 
an exhaustive list of occasions for which cognitive complexity is required. But we have 
surely said enough to convince the reader that our definition of cognitive complexity 
covers a very wide and non-trivial range of phenomena and circumstances. Cognitive 
Complexity, as ^  have construed it, is not the tiny backwater that it has sometimes 
appeared (in the hands of people like Scott, Vannoy, and Lichtenberg and Heck) to be.
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A Biological Limitation
The point that we have just made can be significantly strengthened by 
associating cognitive complexity with a non-contentious Biological Limit on Man's 
ability to process information.
Man has only finite information-processing capabilities. There is a limit to how 
much information he can cope with at any one time. If he is faced with an unfamiliar 
problem which (by virtue of its unfamiliarity) he is unable to solve "at once" - i.e. almost 
instantaneously - he must invariably break it down into appropriate parts which he can 
solve in piecemeal fashion. Problem-Solving Theorists describe this as the process of 
decomposing or partitioning the orginal "presenting problem" into sub-problems. If 
necessary, the sub-problem must themselves be further partitioned or broken down into 
sub-sub-problems - until the component problems are small enough to be brought 
within Man's finite information-processing capabilities. There then follows a systematic 
piecing together of the solutions obtained of the sub-problems and sub-sub-problems, 
etc., until (eventally) a solution is constructed for the original problem.
This last paragraph is, however, just another way of talking about the solving of 
unfamiliar problems by bringing to bear upon them a variety of different considerations. 
The search for relevant-looking considerations is in fact nothing less than the search for 
ways of breaking the orginal problems down into manageable components. And it is 
the Biological Limit on Man's information-processing capacity that necessitates this 
search. If Man's information-processing capacity were more God-like - if there were 
some drug that could expand it one thousandfold - problems which now plunge us into a 
state of cognitive complexity would be solvable at a glance. There would be no need to 
wrestle with dozens of different considerations because the dozens of considerations 
would all be within our immediate span of comprehension.
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Looked at from this point of view, Man's ability to reason can be seen as his 
way of trying to transcend the upper biological limit on his ability to process 
information. This limit ensures (as every leamer-driver discovers) that unfamiliar 
problems can never be solved at a glance. But, in the case of human beings, there has 
evolved a possibly unique way of overcoming this difficulty. It takes the form of a 
linguistic reasoning system which enables such problems to be tackled "a piece at a 
time", by the expedient of bringing relevant-looking considerations to bear upon them.
If these arguments are valid, they immeasurably strengthen our conviction that 
Cognitive Complexity, as we have defined it, is an important and significant 
phenomenon. This is so because we can now see it as an inevitable consequence of 
Man's attempt to transcend unavoidable biological limitations on his 
information-processing capabilities. So far as we know, no other creature has evolved 
in this way - although Dolphins and certain primates appear to have moved some 
distance (not yet fully determined) along this evolutionary path. Animal psychologists 
have for many years been placing lower animals in "problematic" situations (Skinner 
boxes, mazes, jumping stands, and the like). But none of these animals has ever 
exhibited anything like Man's ability to struggle, via his powers of reason, with the 
unfamiliar. This ability seems to be unique to Man. And cognitive complexity is the 
price that we necessarily pay, sometimes willingly and sometimes grudgingly, for this 
unique ability.
Struggling with the Unfamiliar
Our re-conceptualisation of cognitive complexity would seem to be getting 
stronger all the time. It is getting stronger in its own right, as more and more arguments 
and talking points are adduced in favour of the definition that we are proposing. It is 
also getting stronger in comparison with definitions of the kind offered by Bieri, Scott, 
Vannoy and others - definitions which, at the end of the day, do little more than associate
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cognitive complexity with the possession of "more dimensions of discrimination".
If we wanted one short phrase to capture the essence of cognitive complexity in 
slightly different (but entirely compatible words, the most appropriate phrase that comes 
to mind is "struggling with the unfamiliar". As we have just tried to show, no other 
living creature comes anywhere near to Man's ability to do this. What is more, our 
4-word expression has the merit of again being free to value judgements. A person who 
is struggling with the unfamiliar is ipso facto in a state of cognitive complexity, 
irrespective of whether or not his struggling is successful.
If we look at the Animal Kingdom as a whole, and if we observe animals in 
their natural habitat (i.e. not Skinner boxes, or circuses, or domesticated conditions), 
there is one striking characteristic that they all seem to have in common. Everything that 
they do seems to "come naturally" to them. This is why their behaviour is so frequently 
described as instinctive. The faltering behaviour of infant animals is no less instinctive 
than that of mature adults. Everything seems to run like clock-work.
If we now turn to Man, the situation could hardly be more different. Almost 
everything that Man does, from the time that he gets out of bed in the morning until the 
time that he retires at night, has to be learned. Getting dressed, preparing breakfast, 
doing the washing up, going to work, practising some trade or profession - everything 
like this needs to be acquired. At some stage in the growing up process, we have to get 
accustomed to behaving in such ways. It is this that involves us in coming to grips with 
varying degress of unfamiliarity.
There are just a few behaviour patterns that do seem to come naturally to Man. 
But these all seem to be simple, almost reflexive, behaviours. We instinctively try to 
correct our balance if we begin to fall (e.g. on a stairway). We give fairly automatic 
responses to loud noises, and blinding flashes of light. But examples of this kind are
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comparatively rare. What distinguishes Man from all other creatures is his 
seemingly-unique ability to break away from the kinds of instinctive pressures that bind 
all lower animals to an essentially common pattern. Within any given species, the grip 
of instinct holds the species in a fixed mold. In contrast, Man has powers of reason, 
powers of mental model-building and symbol manipulation, which enable him to build 
and take advantage of new knowledge. But new knowledge seldom comes easily. It 
necessitates a coming to grips with what is initially unfamiliar. This is the basic 
predicament of Man, and it is a predicament which demands cognitive complexity.
What we now have, therefore, is a conceptualisation of cognitive complexity 
which is firmly anchored to Man's seemingly-unique ability to break free from the 
paralyzing grip of animal-like instincts. We have tried to capture the quality of this 
essentially-human gift by saying that Man is able to struggle, very often successfullv. 
with the unfamiliar. However, we have not quite equated cognitive complexity with this 
kind of struggling, because there are some kinds of unfamiliarity which do not require 
multiple considerations to be brought to bear upon them.
Consider, for example, the problem of multiplying 3841 by 7298. This 
problem is unfamiliar in the sense that the problem solver is unlikely to have encountered 
it before. But it is familiar in the sense that it belongs to a general class of problems 
(namely, problems of multiplication in arithmetic) that he probably does know how to 
handle. Consider, also, the problem of adding up a long column of figures. This is not 
the sort of problem that can be solved "at a glance". On the other hand, anyone who is 
reasonably numerate should have no difficulty at all in getting the right answer. 
Although such problems have unfamiliar features, they do not require multiple 
considerations to be brought to bear upon them. Our inclination, therefore, is to say that 
they do not involve cognitive complexity. What we are really dealing with here is the 
kind of problem that can be handled by the routine application of some appropriate skill 
or algorithm. In such cases, it might well be appropriate to speak of the need for
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cognitive care. And there might also be an element of cognitive strain in trying to add up 
a column of figures while (for example) the telephone is ringing. Our original 
one-sentence definition draws the line, however, against conceding the presence of 
cognitive complexity in such situations.
It may be timely, here, to make two further points.
First of all, notice that it is Cognitive Complexity - rather than, say. Intelligence 
- that is being highlighted as a particularly-distinguishing characteristic of Man. 
Intelligence, constmed as the ability to perceive relevant relationships, etc., is not in any 
way unique to Man. Our contention is that cognitive complexity, as ^  are construing it, 
is unique to Man. There might be other "higher animals" that can bring a variety of 
different considerations to bear upon the problems that come their way. But this has yet 
to be proved. Certainly, there is no evidence that they have anything like Man's ability 
to do this.
Secondly, let us note that our remarks about struggling with unfamiliarity go a 
long way towards resolving the kinds of dilemmas that were raised in connection with 
the housewife in the supermarket, the rally driver, and the monkeys swinging through 
the trees. What characteristics all of these situations is that this sense of struggling with 
unfamiliarity is essentially lacking. The experienced housewife, the experienced rally 
driver, and the monkeys all know very well what they are doing. The environments in 
which they are functioning are all familiar to them. By calling attention to the fact that 
there is no "struggle with unfamiliarity" in these cases, we put our finger on why it is 
that we are reluctant to say that cognitive complexity is involved. Perhaps it need hardly 
be added that the conceptualisations of Bieri and Scott and Vannoy and others are too 
weak to enable this particular conclusion to be drawn.
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Unpacking Further Implications
A distinguishing feature of all worthwhile definitions is that they should 
provoke interesting follow-up questions. This is over and above any other qualities they 
may have, such as their ability to withstand critical scrutiny, and their ability to capture 
the essence of their subject matter in a convincing way.
Our proposed single-sentence definition does seem to have this desirable extra 
feature. It is clear from the discussion already presented that our definition raises 
numerous questions concerning the origin and genesis and nature of cognitive 
complexity. Our discussion of biological limitatations of Man's information-processing 
capabilities raises additional questions about the inevitabilitv of cognitive complexity, if 
such limitations are to be transcended. And mention has already been made of assorted 
matters to do with the possibility of defining and investigating different kinds of 
cognitive complexity (effective, ineffective, interpersonal, technological, cultural, and so 
on). We have also noted, in passing, a whole range of problems to do with research 
methodology - problems concerning, for example, the hazards and seductiveness of 
embarking on correlational studies which are conceptually ill-founded.
Even so, we have by no means exhausted the number of issues that can usefully 
and provocatively be "unpacked" from our definition. To exemplify this point,
(1) Cognitive Complexity, as we have defined it, would seem to have 
interesting implications for Creativity Research. This is so because the person who is 
"struggling with the unfamiliar", by bringing a variety of different considerations to bear 
upon his problems, is a person who is engaged in an essentially creative activity. He is 
not necessarily being creative in the grand paradigm-shifting manner of Newton or 
Einstein. And he is not necessarily being creative in the petty manner of the market 
researcher who invents a new shape of potato crisp. Typically, he will be operating
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somewhere between these two extremes. But the fact remains that, whatever his 
problem (big or small) he is trying to create a solution for it. This is certainly the case 
with the socio-economic planner, the business entrepreneur, the grandmaster of chess, 
and so on. There is a presenting problem whose solution temporarily eludes them. And 
they are trying to create an appropriate solution by the device of bringing a variety of 
different considerations to bear upon it. What is going on here is a sort of aspiring 
situation-specific "constructivist" creativity.
(2) If we pause to consider how such a process can occur, we find that 
analogical reasoning is bound to play an important role. If we are faced with a problem 
which we have not had occasion to solve before, we invariably find ourselves mentally 
searching for problems which (a) seem to bear some relevant resemblance to the problem 
facing us, and which (b) we have successfully solved before. In this respect, we are 
looking for what psychologists sometimes describe as "telling analogies". We might 
notice, for example, that a given problem (call it A) has some features in common with 
another problem (call it B), and some extra features in common with yet another problem 
(call it C). If we already know how to solve B-type problems and C-type problems, we 
will therefore try to "constmct" a solution to our A-problem by combining some of the 
procedures used in solving B-type problems with some of the procedures used in 
solving C-type problems. This may require a careful application of analogical reasoning, 
in which seemin glv-relevant analogies get systematically explored with a view to 
confirming that they are indeed relevant to the putting together of a successful overall 
solution.
(3) Analogical reasoning is an interesting area of study in its own right. It is 
also a much neglected area - neglected, in fact, by both psychologists and logicians. (In 
general, textbooks on Logic give far more attention to deductive logic and inductive 
logic, than they give to analogical logic. Worse, analogical logic all too often gets treated 
under some such heading as "Fallacies of Reasoning" - where the reader is duly warned
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against using analogies as a way of solving problems.) However, there is more to 
cognitively complex reasoning than the exploration and exploitation of analogies. If we 
want to cut a successful path through difficult problems, we may well require the kind of 
critical intellect which is (a) able to challenge the conventional wisdom, and (b) able to 
recognise general and/or recurring themes and patterns, and (c) able to identify and 
discount non-essential details, and (d) able, above all else, to "see the wood for the 
trees".
Here, then, is yet another cluster of issues which spill out of a systematic 
consideration of our original definition. And, as before, much more could be said about 
them. Of special importance, perhaps, is (d) above. With the advent of the new 
Information Technology, more and more people are getting saturated with more and 
more information. This greatly complexifies whole areas of human activity. As 
computer print-out data sheets pile up in our in-trays, what are we supposed to make of 
it all? What is being inceasingly demanded of people, in all walks of life, is this ability 
to disregard irrelevant details and, in effect, to "see the wood for the trees". Without this 
ability, even the most effective problem solvers will find themselves defeated. However 
cognitively complex and painstaking they try to be, the complexity of the problem itself 
will be too great for them.
(4) With this last remark, we come to another intriguing set of problems to do 
with the relationship between cognitive complexity and problem complexity. Common 
sense suggests that problems do have some kind of intrinsic and objective complexity. 
A children's jigsaw puzzle is "obviously" le ^  complicated than a 500-piece jigsaw for 
adults. And a TV set is "obviously" more complicated than a cheap transistor radio. On 
the other hand, common sense also suggests that qualities like complexity and simplicity 
are not properties of the problems themselves, but are properties of their evaluation 
within some other cognitive frame-work. So what is the truth of the matter? What sorts 
of relationships might we discern between the complexity of the problem itself, and the
109
complexity of the cognitive processes that might be (or need to be?) brought to bear upon 
it? We shall not attempt to answer this question. We merely throw it out as a way of 
winding up this section. Hopefully, we have said enough to justify our claim that our 
single-sentence definition does generate a rich variety of follow-up questions.
Research Implications
Yet another hallmark of a good scientific definition is its ability to suggest 
promising-looking research projects, along with an appropriate methodology for 
pursuing such projects. Our proposed definition seems to possess this quality as well, 
as the previous section has just tried to show. Among other things, our definition gives 
rise to questions to do with the origin and genesis and nature of cognitive complexity, its 
inevitability (in the experience of Man) as a way of trying to cope with biological 
limitation on our information-processing capabilities, and its problematic relationship 
with "problem" complexity. We have several times mentioned the possibility of there 
being several different (and usefully distinguishable) kinds of cognitive complexity. We 
have touched upon the need to understand more about the cognitive processes involved 
in wrestling with problems that call for cognitive complexity - processes such as 
analogical reasoning, critical thinking, and the ability to see the wood for the trees. No 
doubt there are other processes (of deduction, induction, and abduction) as well.
These are all eminently researchable problems and, overall, they would seem to 
point to the possibility of a research programme which is vastly more comprehensive and 
innerly-coherent - vastly more systematised and well-integrated - than any of the 
programmes suggested by previous workers. To notice the difference, the interested 
reader might like to refer back to our original review of Frank Barron's paper - where his 
proposed research programme goes off in a totally different direction, with the attempt to 
relate cognitive complexity to such qualities as sentience, sensuality, oral fixation in 
infancy, and so on.
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Perhaps we should also notice that we have still only scratched the surface of the 
overall research challenge. If we focus (by way of example) on just one of our earlier 
research suggestions - e.g. the one that calls attention to the need to arrive at a greater 
understanding of the cognitive processes involved in trying to cope with difficult 
problems - we find that a whole ancillary list of intriguing research problems can be 
further "unpacked" from this suggestion alone. We might try to enquire, for instance, 
into the nature of the "complexification process" - i.e. the process (or processes) by 
which Man regularly complexifies his affairs.
Dialectical argument is one obvious "mechanism" of complexification. As thesis 
gives rise to anti-thesis, and then to synthesis, and then to anti-thesis again, the 
intellectual affairs of Man tend to become increasingly complicated. Dialectical 
argumentation tends in practice to lead to the stockpiling of more and more arguments 
and counter-arguments. Like the sort of pro-ing and con-ing that goes on in any public 
debate, it tends to produce the kind of complexification that adds to our confusion. 
What, then, are the processes of complexification that lead in the direction of clarity? 
Are there any such processes at all? In the Middle Ages, the so-called medieval 
disputation was devised to try to "contain" or bring systematic order into controversies 
that were otherwise likely to get out of hand. Formal disputation was a method for 
conducting controversial discussions, with one contender defending a thesis in the face 
of objections and counterarguments made by an adversary. The whole process was 
conducted according to clearly-agreed rules which, among other things, tried to ensure 
that the argumentation was kept clean and honest. Where is the analogue of such 
argumentation today? All too often, the public debating of major social issues is 
contaminated by special pleading, power play, vested interests, and selective pro-ing and 
con-ing of a downright dishonest kind. Such debates too often degenerate to a condition 
of minimum resolvability. The cognitively complex reasoning that is involved is of a 
kind that can only lead in the direction of confusion, rather than clarity.
I l l
Any enquiry into the processes or mechanisms of complexification would 
obviously need to take dialectical argumentation, formal methods of disputation, and 
common-or-garden "pro-ing and con-ing", into account. No doubt additional studies 
would have to be made into the way in which knowledge builds up and gets modified, 
etc. Again, these are all highly researchable problems. And again, there is a wealth of 
relevant literature. This ranges from books on the early dialectic of Plato and Aristotle, 
through many centuries to the rehabilitation of "the dialectic" by Hegel and Marx. There 
is parallel tradition of studies in dialectic stemming from the East, especially from India.
Interesting and important as these enquiries are, they are perhaps not the most 
important. For the first time in many pages, we might perhaps close ranks with 
researchers like Barron and Vannoy and ask whether or not cognitive complexity is 
"situation specific". If a person is cognitively complex with respect to one area of 
endeavour, is he likely to be cognitively complex with respect to other areas of 
endeavour? If we grit our teeth and agree, just for the moment, to construe cognitive 
complexity as a trait, is it likely to be a situation-specific trait, or is it more likely to be a 
general trait?
Now it is clear that researchers like Barron and Vannoy regarded these kinds of 
questions as being almost entirely empirical in content. What they envisaged was a 
series of research projects which would try to discover whether people who exhibited 
cognitive complexity in one area of endeavour were also likely (or more likely) to exhibit 
cognitive complexity in other areas of endeavour. If this were discovered to be the case, 
cognitive complexity would then be described as "a general trait" which some people had 
in larger measure than others.
We agree with Barron and Vannoy and others that this is an interesting and 
worthwhile question, although we would not formulate it in the language of trait
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psychology. Common everyday observation suggests that people who are simplistic in 
one area (e.g. politics) are likely to be simplistic in other areas (e.g. economics, history, 
religion, and so on). The possibility does arise, therefore, of some people being 
cognitively simple "right across the board" and other people being cognitively complex 
"right across the board". And this might be regarded as supporting Barron’s conjecture 
that cognitive complexity is the sort of thing, like intelligence, which some people have 
more of than others.
Unlike Barron and Vannoy and others, however, we do not regard this as a 
predominantly empirical question. We believe it is a matter that can largelv be resolved 
on common sense grounds alone.
(1) First of all, no great research programme is required to notice that some 
people are habitually more wary or furtive or defensive than others. If we ask such 
people a completely innocuous question such as "How are things going with you?", they 
are likely to respond with a suspicious counter-question like "Why do you want to 
know?" For people who are running scared, wariness is almost a way of life. Since 
they are repeatedly putting themselves into "self-frightening" modes of behaviour, their 
imagination will project all sorts of "dire consequences" that they need to protect 
themselves against. Under these circumstances, their mental processes are bound to 
complexify. This is partly a result of their own anxiety-ridden imaginations, and partly a 
result of the fact that such people become increasingly difficult to deal with. Even if we 
treat them like fragile eggs, they are still likely to worry about why (or whether) we are 
just humouring them. On the basis of entirely general considerations, we can 
confidently assert that there will be a correlation (a positive correlation) between (a) 
anxiety, and (b) the tendency to be cognitively complex in the confused sense. In other 
words, anxiety will be positively correlated with what we have described as ineffective 
cognitive complexity.
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(2) Secondly, no great research programme is required to notice that many 
people are capable of great cognitive complexity in specialised areas that are of particular 
interest to them. Most academics will surely have met the so- called "one-subject man" - 
e.g. the person who is brilliant at mathematics, and very little else. Such a person will 
surely exhibit great cognitive complexity in the field of mathematics (or whatever). But 
he may be almost totally naive in other fields. Similar remarks hold true in respect of 
people's hobbies. The ability to display cognitive complexity in one's area of specialism 
does not in any way imply an ability to display cognitive complexity in other areas, let 
alone "right across the board".
(3) Thirdly, no great research programme is required to notice that many areas 
of knowledge overlap and are closely-related. A person who obtains a degree in 
sociology automatically acquires some knowledge of (and sophistication in) subjects 
such as history, economics, philosophy, psychology, politics, and so on. We can 
therefore predict with high confidence that people who exhibit cognitive complexity in 
one of these areas will also tend to exhibit, cognitive complexity in the other areas. This 
does not, however, imply the presence of some general trait. Rather, it is an inevitable 
consequence of the way in which different knowledge bases overlap and inter-relate.
(4) Fourthly, no great research programme is required to notice that some 
people are more intelligent, or more mentally agile, than others. Some people also take 
special pride in being raconteurs, or being "up to date" with all the latest news. Qualities 
of this kind, taken either singly or in combination, will again give the appearance of there 
being some kind of general trait called "cognitive complexity". As before, appearances 
will be deceptive. To see this, all we need to do is imagine the unfortunate predicament 
of a retarded adult - or, for that matter, the predicament of a normal adult who, by virtue 
of being an immigrant, does not speak good English. In both of these cases, the kinds 
of tests advocated by Barron, Bieri, Scott, Vannoy, and others would tend to stigmatise 
these adults as showing "below average cognitive complexity".
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For reasons such as these, what seems to Barron and Vannoy and others to call 
for an extensive research programme of correlational studies, seems tous to be a matter 
that can be largely resolved on common sense considerations alone - provided we first 
get our key concepts right. In the general area of cognitive complexity, there are indeed 
matters which call for systematic experimental enquiry. But they are not of the kind that 
Barron and Vannoy and others seem to envisage. So far as we can see, cognitive 
complexity is more in the nature of an option than a general trait. Normal humans can 
opt to take an interest in a particular subject, and can duly come to exhibit cognitive 
complexity (hopefully of the effective kind) within i t  But there is no reason to suppose 
that they will necessarily come to exhibit more cognitive complexity in totallv unrelated 
subjects. It would indeed be interesting news if this were discovered to be the case - i.e. 
if it were discovered that the development of cognitive complexity in one area (e.g. art or 
ballet) seems to "potentiate" the development of cognitive complexity in very different 
areas (e.g. mathematics or engineering). This would be worth knowing. But the 
possibility of investigating it arises out of our conceptualisation, not Barron's or 
Vannoy's.
Final Considerations
What then, is Cognitive Complexity?
Throughout the whole of this lengthy chapter, we have been in terrier-like 
pursuit of an answer to this question. In the course of our deliberations, we have often 
been highly critical of previous work in this field. However, it is one thing to say that 
other people's conceptualisations are "all wrong". It is quite another thing to say what a 
correct conceptualisation would look like. Constructive criticism is always very much 
harder than destructive criticism. And it is the constmctive task that we have been setting 
our sights on.
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As we have occasionally pointed out, our pursuit of the question (What is 
Cognitive Complexity) has itself turned into an exercise in cognitive complexity. 
Moreover, our attempt to arrive at a satisfactory answer has called for precisely the kind 
of cognitive complexity that our definition speaks of. Specifically, we have construed 
the question as one that requires a variety of different considerations fnot. we repeat, 
dimensions!) to be taken into account. What is more, these considerations have had to 
be gone into, in some depth and detail, in order to arrive at conclusions which (unlike the 
conclusions of Vannoy, Bieri, Scott, and others) look as if they might actually stand up 
to rigorous examination. In other words, our search has involved the 
distinctively-human process of linguistic reasoning. And the reasoning itself has called 
for what we described as breadth of context and depth of nesting.
A sustained effort has been made to weave our way in and out of a whole 
network of pertinent-looking considerations, and to do this without ever getting 
seriously lost and without ever losing sight of our original goal. A wide range of 
material has been brought into account and "gone into" (to appropriate depths) and a 
variety of tentative conclusions were arrived at and pieced together - all for the purpose 
of trying to capture, in a realistic and convincing and worthwhile- way; "the essence" of 
this thing that we have called cognitive complexity. In passing, we also noted certain 
biological hmitations in our information-processing capabilities - limitations which oblige 
us, whether we like it or not, to proceed in this break-down-then-piece-together fashion.
As we have gone to some trouble to show, our conclusions have turned out to 
be radically different from those that can be found in the somewhat-scattered 
"mainstream" literature. If we look at the conceptualisations of researchers like Barron 
and Bieri and Scott and others, we find that for them cognitive complexity is a rather 
pallid and unexceptional affair. According to Barron, people can be characterised as 
cognitively complex, solely on the grounds that they notice (or show preference for) the
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"less obvious" features of paintings, odours, etc. According to Bieri, a person can be 
characterised as cognitively complex, solely on the grounds that he/she has more 
"dimensions of judgement" available for the assessment of other people. According to 
Scott, a person can be characterised as cognitively complex solely on the basis of his/her 
ability to group the nations of the world into a variety of different groups. According to 
Lichtenberg and Heck, a person can be characterised as cognitively complex solely on 
the basis of his/her ability to notice more things about a given situation and also 
(perhaps!) to relate these things to one another in more intricate ways.
In general, commentators like Vannoy, Castiglione, and others tend to go along 
with these notions. But the conceptualisations are manifestly weak, and are by no means 
in clear accord with one another. The overall picture is further obscured by 
ill-considered assertions about the epistomological status of cognitive complexity (e.g. as 
a trait, or as a so-called multi-faceted construct), and by statements which, if taken 
literally, have the effect of equating cognitive complexity with multi-dimensional 
information processing. Under these conditions, there arises an "anything goes" 
situation in which it becomes entirely reasonable to attribute cognitive complexity to 
housewives in supermarkets, to rally drivers, and to monkeys swinging through the 
trees. For good measure-1 remark that if a person can be categorised as cognitively 
complex for noticing and responding to the less obvious features of a work of art, John 
McEnroe must surely be credited with cognitive complexity for the sharpness with which 
he notices and responds to tennis shots that would completely defeat lesser mortals. 
Even the most experienced tennis commentators do not know how he manages to notice 
or "sense" the things that he does sense.
The kinds of conceptualisations and conclusions mentioned in the last two 
paragraphs cannot possibly be correct. There must be more to cognitive complexity than 
(cf. Barron) the tendency to notice and/or prefer the "less conspicuous" features of a 
single stimulus complex. There must be more to cognitive complexity than (cf. Bieri)
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the ability to construe social behaviour in a multidimensional way. There must be more 
to cognitive complexity than (cf. Scott) the ability to classify static entities, such as the 
nations of the world, into a variety of different groups. There must be more to cognitive 
complexity than the ability (cf. Vannoy) "to view the person-objects in one's social 
environment in a complex or differentiated fashion". At best, these could only be weak 
and partial and tangential indices of cognitive complexity. There is no way in which any 
of these conceptualisations (which are, in any event, not wholly consistent with one 
another) can convincingly claim to capture the essence of what cognitive complexity is. 
And there is no way in which we can repose confidence in the kind of multidimensional 
information-processing characterisation (i.e. the ability to process a lot of information at 
once) that entitles us to attribute cognitive complexity to monkeys swinging through the 
trees. Above all, there is no way in which the essence of cognitive complexity can be 
plausibly captured by jargon-ridden definitions of the kind offered by Castiglione, when 
he associated cognitive complexity with "the ability to perceive and integrate multiple 
dimensions of many bits of information into an expandable cognitive organisation". It 
must be possible to do better than this.
The claim we are making here is that it is possible to do better. And the way to 
do it is to look at convincing real-life exemplinatinns of cognitive complexity - cf the 
kind exhibited, for example, by socio-economic planners, international lawyers. 
Common Market negotiators, grandmasters of chess, and so on - with a view to 
identifying what it is that they all have in common. If we follow this entirely 
commonsensical procedure, we discover that every example we encounter seems to 
involve the use of the distinctively human characteristic of investigative reason. In every 
case, we see such things as the search for relevant-looking considerations (e.g. facts, 
data, theories, dogmas, opionions), an exploration and assessment of the considerations 
that have been identified, and an attempt to piece together what will hopefully be a 
successful solution.
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There are of course several different ways in which this investigation process 
might be described. Some people might speak of marshalling relevant evidence, and of 
drawing various threads of an argument together. We have tried to span these alternative 
wordings by speaking of "struggling with the unfamiliar". The choice of words does 
not really matter very much. What does matter is the fact that all of these real-life 
examples of "cognitive complexity in action" seem to have the following in common:
1. They all involve the use of distinctively human ability to reason, and
2. They all involve the bringing to bear of a variety of different (and no doubt 
relevant-looking) considerations, which then need to be analysed and assessed in 
appropriate detail, and
3. They all involve a final "constructivist" phase in which assorted conclusions 
are compared and/or pieced together in order to generate some kind of overall conclusion 
or verdict.
It is our contention that this more detailed characterisation can be "unpacked"
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single sentence definition can be expected to say. What is always required, therefore, is 
a definition together with its svstematic elaboration. In this chapter, we have sought to 
elaborate our definition, and our accompanying criticisms of other people's work - and 
to do this in a way which leaves very little doubt as to what we think, and why. This 
accordingly completes our attempt to re-conceptualise cognitive complexity, and to re­
orientate research in the area along more profitable lines. It is therefore appropriate, 
now, to turn to the empirical part of our work.
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PART TWO
Cognitive Complexity 
as a
METHODOLOGICAL
AND
EXPERIMENTAL
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CHAPTER 5
SOME ”NATURAL SETTING" EXPERIMENTS
Introductory remarks
Part One of this thesis was essentially conceptual in content. It surveyed the 
fruits of over 30 years of work, by assorted researchers, on the topic of Cognitive 
Complexity. It subjected this work to an extended and uncompromising critique. And it 
tried to demonstrate, especially in chapter 4, both the possibility and the desirability of 
reconceptualising (and hence reorientating) the entire field of research.
In Part Two, I shall now describe and comment on some of the experimental 
studies that I conducted over the period in which I was struggling with the conceptual 
issues. I shall not, however, be describing my experimental studies in fine detail, 
because the fine detail was never intended to be of primary importance.
This last sentence should not be construed as an excuse on my part for 
"skimping" on the descriptions and comments that follow. Nor should it be interpreted 
as an excuse for not having attempted (in most cases) to apply recondite statistical 
methods to my findings. The point to be noticed is that my experimental work was 
never intended to be of the conventional hypothesis-testing kind. The over-riding goal 
was not to test hypotheses and/or reach statistical conclusions. Rather, the aim was to try 
to run experiments that might help me to get clearer, in my own mind (a) about the nature 
and possible significance of Cognitive Complexity, and (b) about the sorts of difficulties 
that might arise in trying to experiment on the kind of cognitive complexity that I had in 
mind.
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As indicated in chapter 1, cognitive complexity is a topic that I first began to take 
an interest in over 12 years ago. But several years were to pass, before I had the 
opportunity to make a concerted attack on the problem. By this time, I already felt that 
there was something deeply amiss with the existing literature on the subject. But it was 
not at all easy for a comparatively inexperienced postgraduate to reach the conclusion that 
so many well-accredited researchers had been so wrong for so long. Indeed, it is 
difficult for most Ph.D students even to contemplate such a possibility.
The truth of the matter, therefore, is that my initial experimental work was 
conducted before I had fully weaned myself away from the mainstream thinking of 
people like Vannoy. Accordingly, much of it still bears traces of this mainstream 
thinking (e.g. in its reliance, in some of my earlier experiments, on "objective testing 
procedures"). At the same time, I think that this early work of mine did show signs of 
trying to make a significant break with tradition.
Underlying the work that I shall be describing are several "tradition questioning" 
assumptions, and it may help the reader to understand my approach if I briefly mention 
three of them.
(1) First of all, it was always clear to me that the phenomenon of cognitive 
complexity (as I conceived it) posed a variety of conceptual challenges. Although I 
initially had no idea how radical my re-conceptualisation of the field would turn out to 
be, I was at least aware that some re-conceptualisation needed to be done. Among other 
things, I was already fairly clear that cognitive complexity must have something to do 
with the process of "investigative reasoning". And I was also fairly sure that this 
viewpoint was not adequately allowed for in the conceptualisations of workers like 
Barron, Bieri, Scott, and others. I was therefore in no doubt that some break with 
traditional thinking would be necessary.
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(2) Because of this, I was equally clear that my experiments could not be all (or 
even "mostly") of the conventional hypothesis-testing kind. If the primary task was to 
get clearer about the nature of cognitive complexity, at least some of my experiments had 
to be geared towards conceptual clarification, rather than hypothesis-testing. In pursuit 
of this goal, my earliest experimental ventures all had an essentially exploratory "Let's 
see what this might tell us about Cognitive Complexity" flavour. The idea was simply to 
contrive experimental situations that might provide useful insights into what cognitive 
complexity is, and how it might best be researched. My early experiments were in fact 
little more than hopeful shots in the dark. I did an experiment. I got some information 
that I was not quite expecting. I tried to mull over the significance of the information. 
And so on. Such experiments could be written up in the conventional hypothesis-testing 
idiom. But it would be misleading to do so. The real objective was not to test 
hypotheses, but to accumulate personal experiences that might assist the task of 
re-conceptualisation.
(3) Finally, I became increasinglv aware of the need to devise experimental 
situations of a relatively free and uncontrolled and naturalistic kind. If we are wanting to 
detect cognitive complexity in ether people, it is not good enough to subject them to a 
series of brisk tests - e.g. of the Barron or Vannoy kind. What we must do is to try to 
create situations that are much more relaxed and open-ended. We must give the subjects 
time to have "a good unhurried think" (if that is what they want to do) about whatever 
facet of the situation happens to catch their interest. It is simply not good enough to set 
up test conditions which do little more than require subjects (as in the Barron 
experiment) to choose between one work of art and another. Tasks of this nature might 
precipitate a little cognitive complexity in some subjects (e.g. in subjects who are 
professional artists). But they can hardly induce cognitive complexity of the systematic 
"investigative reasoning" kind. And if the subjects are not even required to iustifv the 
choices that they make, the act of choosing might well involve no cognitively complex
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thinking at all.
Cognitive Complexity in a Natural Setting
To illustrate the difference between experiments aimed at hypothesis-testing, and 
experiments aimed at conceptual clarification, it might be helpful to report on just one 
"naturalistic" situation that I contrived to set up about 4 -5  years ago.
Six people, including myself, were informally seated in armchairs, around a low 
coffee table in a comer of the Open University's coffee lounge. Conversation was only 
intermittent, and drifted from one topic to another in the way that casual conversations 
tend to do. Three of the group I knew quite well. The other two I knew only by sight.
At some point in the conversation, someone made a sarcastic remark about a 
colleague who had failed to meet an important writing deadline. Another member of the 
group, known to everyone as Fred, was then provoked into mentioning a book that he 
had recently been reading. It was a Management Science Book, and it had some such 
title as "How to Manage the Poor Performer". I had not previously heard of this book. 
But, sensing that there might be an opportunity to induce and witness seme eognitive 
complexity, I expressed interest in it, and asked Fred if he could outline its content.
According to Fred, the starting point of the book was the common observation 
that all organizations have employees who from time to time perform poorly or 
unproductively. The aim of this book was to describe several kinds of incentive 
schemes - a judicious mixture of sticks and carrots and "role allocations" - that can be 
deployed to get the poor performer working well (and enthusiastically) again. Fred then 
went on to summarise some of these, his whole exposition taking only about 2 - 3  
minutes altogether.
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By the time Fred had finished, interest in the topic was warming up. Discussion 
of the book was largely centred upon the kinds of incentive schemes that the book 
advocated. And some amusement was caused by various discussants speculating on 
how effective these management techniques were likely to be with certain poor 
performers that they happened to know. The person whose colleague had "let him 
down", by failing to meet a particular deadline, could not resist the temptation to express 
his doubts about the book. "What some people need," he said, "Is not incentives but 
punishment! " With mounting feeling, he continued, "There are some people who just 
never deliver any goods around here unless you positively threaten or harass them. 
Getting work out of them is about as easy as pulling teeth. They are past masters at 
generating plausible-looking reasons and excuses. And they get away with it again and 
again because other people, out of desperation to see the job finished, step in and finish 
it off themselves."
At this point, someone who had previously kept quiet broke in with a radically 
different perspective. "Perhaps," he said, "A poor performer is a poor performer 
because he has been subjected, in the past, to too much management. People who have 
a long history of being over-managed - a long history, perhaps going back to early 
childhood, of being at the receiving end of other people's attempts to manage them - 
perhaps such people get into a state in which they find it hard to do anything at all under 
their own initiative. 'More Management' might sound good as a slogan. But it might be 
the very last thing that the poor performer reallv needs."
This contribution was obviously disconcerting to the gathering as a whole. Prior 
to its being made, almost everyone had tacitly unified around the view that poor 
performers needed a special kind of managing. And quite a lot of sniggering had gone 
on about the possible consequences of applying special management techniques to the 
various poor performers or "rotten apples" that the discussants claimed to have had 
trouble with in their own departments. Suddenly, however, the whole tone of the debate
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had changed. Here was someone who was both questioning the group's assumptions, 
and also making them feel a little guilty for suggesting that poor performers needed 
tougher techniques of management, rather than (say) insightful and sympathetic 
understanding.
One or two discussants half-heartedly tried to take issue with the discordant 
contributor. For example, one person insisted that someone he knew was a poor 
performer solely because he was "just plain lazy". But the dissenter quietly persisted. 
"If someone regularly fails to deliver the goods that he has promised, it does not seem to 
me to help very much to say that this is because he is lazy. First of all, I don't see how 
an outsider can be so sure that a person is lazy - as opposed to dozens of other things 
that he might be, such as disorganised or incompetent or demoralised or ill or overloaded 
with domestic problems or whatever. Words like 'lazy' have almost no explanatory 
content at all. They simply put people into crude categories that are stigmatising and 
probably wrong. What we really need to do is to look a lot deeper and ask whv a 
particular person seems to be lazy, if that's what we think he is. Personally, I find it 
hard to believe that the man you are talking about is lazy bv choice when, on your own 
admission, there are so many people waiting to jump on him, or ostracise or vilify him,
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In the course of a few more exchanges like this, the dissenter managed to call 
attention to a much wider range of relevant issues. Among other things, he remarked 
that the book that Fred had described sounded as if it was mainly about "compliance", 
and techniques for ensuring compliance. He then remarked upon the almost total failure 
(as he saw it) of manipulative compliance-orientated techniques in areas such as crime, 
delinquency, drug-taking, and alcoholism. He also began to sketch out a whole world 
view about the origins and consequences and inevitable long-term breakdown of group 
coercion. He never finished, because the gathering was basically not interested in 
hearing him out. One person left the group, taking his unfinished coffee with him. And
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the subject changed to something lighter and rather less threatening.
This overall incident made quite a deep impression on me at the time. What 
was interesting to me was the quality of thinking of the dissenting contributor. In just a 
few minutes of quiet talking, he had made everyone else seem "simple-minded" and 
insufficiently critical in their approach to what is widely regarded as being a very real and 
difficult human problem. The reasoning of the majority group had initially seemed to be 
both clear and uncontroversial. In order to function effectively, an organization has to 
have goals to which everyone contributes in a generally competent and reliable way. 
What this solitary dissenter was saying that, in the very act of formulating organizational 
(or departmental, or team) goals, one is automatically constructing a basis for subsequent 
group coercion - a basis for criticising or harassing or even persecuting anyone who 
does not feel comfortable about the contribution that he is being called upon to make.
Looked at in this way, there is nothing surprising or remarkable about the 
phenomenon of "the poor performer". It is in the very nature of organizational goal 
structures that some employees will fit more easily into such structures than others. 
Those who do not fit comfortably into a given goal structure will obviously try to
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Alternatively, they will have to produce reasons/excuses for not being able to do their job 
as well, or as enthusiastically, as other people expect. To see the problem of the poor 
performer in this way is to see the problem as one that is (a) an almost inevitable 
consequence of setting up organizational goal structures, and (b) best handled by 
sympathetic insight and understanding and "talking through", rather than by the routine 
application of incentive schemes and sanctions and other motivational devices.
So far as I could gather, the viewpoint expressed in the last sentence did not 
feature anvwhere in the Management Science book that Fred originally described. And it 
certainly did not feature in the thinking of most of the 6-person group. Since the person
127
who offered this dissenting viewpoint was one of the two persons whom I had 
previously known only by sight, I quickly made a point of getting to know him better. 
His name was Mark. And in the weeks that followed, I had many interesting and quite 
lengthy one-to-one discussions with him. These all confirmed my initial impression of 
him as a man who regularly exhibited cognitive complexity of a highly interesting and 
incisive kind. Among other things, Mark was even able to provide me with a variety of 
insights into the possible nature of his own kind of cognitive complexity (usually, the 
unconfused and effective kind). These insights, which I shall summarise later in this 
chapter, greatly strengthened my conviction that the mainstream literature on cognitive 
complexity was seriously flawed. Here, after all, was cognitive complexity of a kind 
(and order) that experimenters such as Barron and Bieri and Scott and Vannoy never 
even began to tap.
The Unobtmsive Observation of Cognitive Complexitv
In the psychological sciences as a whole, there are numerous circumstances 
under which it can be desirable to study some phenomenon of interest in its "naturally 
occurring" state. Consider, for example, the psychologist who is interested in the 
phcrxomeüoii of curiosity (or iuquisiiiveiic&x) in young children. One way of pursuing 
this interest would be to equip a room with a whole variety of opportunities and 
temptations (toys to play with, cupboards and drawers and boxes to open, things to 
climb on or look behind...), and then sit quietly behind a one-way vision screen to see 
what happens when selected children wander into the room.
What is happening here is that the psychologist has potentiated a situation in 
which naturally-occurring inquisitiveness can be carefully observed, and observed 
without the children even realising that an experiment is going on. This form of 
naturalistic "unobtrusive observation" now has a recognised place in the methodology of 
psychological science. It is widely and deservedly acknowledged as a valid experimental
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technique, despite the fact that the Experimenter inevitably has very little control over the 
behaviour that he is observing.
If we are wanting to study COGNITIVE COMPLEXITY in a naturalistic and 
unobtrusive manner, there is one very straightforward and rewarding way of doing so. 
It consists in:
(a) Joining small groups of the informal "coffee table" kind, and
(b) Trying, at an opportune moment, to potentiate a display of cognitive 
complexity (e.g. by asking an appropriate question), and
(c) Trying to keep the display of cognitive complexity going (e.g. by 
showing sustained interest in what is being said, or by asking further 
questions), if it suddenly looks as if it might come to an abrupt end,
and
(d) Making assorted after-the-event checks, to try to get a better idea of what 
underlay/intormed me cognitive complexity that one had been able to 
observe in the first place, and
(e) Doing all of the above in an entirely natural and unforced manner, so that 
none of the group ever suspects that he/she is helping to provide data for 
an experiment.
Provided one resists the temptation to be impatient, conditions (a) - (e) above 
turn out to be fairly easy to apply. In the course of half an hour of discussion among 
intelligent adults, there is almost always one opportunity to nudge one or more members 
into a state of cognitive complexity - a state of trying to bring a variety of different
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considerations to bear upon some topic of common interest. The secret is simply to join 
in the discussion, along with everyone else, and just wait for an opportunity to present 
itself. There must also be a willingness to "let the matter drop", if the group as a whole 
gives clear indications (e.g. by trying to change the subject) that that is what it wants to 
do.
Conditions (a) - (e) were in fact the conditions that I was self-consciously 
applying during the period in which the discussion on Poor Performers occurred. Over 
that period (a period of about 7 -8  consecutive weeks), I made 30 attempts to apply this 
unobtrusive experimentation technique in assorted informal gatherings that I 
encountered. 20 of these attempts were successful in the sense that cognitively complex 
thinking and discussion were spontaneously sustained for at least 5 - 10 minutes. (In 3 
of these cases, cognitive complexity actually occurred of its own accord, without my 
having to potentiate it.) However, 4 attempts out of the 30 were only moderately 
successful, because the cognitive complexity that I induced "fizzled" after only 2 - 3  
minutes. The remaining 6 attempts were not successful at all.
The 30 attempts obviously qualify for description as unobtrusive experiments. 
The methods of potentiation and observation were fully in accord with stmiuard practice. 
For ethical reasons, I did not use any secret tape-recorders to tape group discussions 
without the group being aware of it. It was therefore necessary for me to rely on my 
memory of what had been said, so that I could record salient discussion points etc. in a 
private notebook at a suitable later time. For my purposes, this after-the-event recording 
was entirely adequate. Basically, the object of the exercise was to see whether naturally 
occurring displays of cognitive complexity could provide useful new ideas or "leads" 
concerning the nature etc. of cognitive complexity. Whenever new ideas or leads did 
suggest themselves, they were obviously exciting to me. They had impact. And it is in 
the very nature of exciting ideas that they are not forgotten. No tape recorder was 
needed to record them. They were guaranteed to stay in my memory.
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Let us finally note that there is a simple criterion for deciding when to 
discontinue experiments of this kind. There is obviously a limit to the number of new 
ideas/leads that such experiments can provide. And this is tantamount to saying that 
such experiments are subject to the law of diminishing returns. In my own case, I found 
that the first 6 successes (which included the discussion on poor performers) actually 
provided about 80% of all of these ideas/leads that I was later to find "valuable". After 
this 6th success, there was increasing repetition (i.e. of the same ideas and leads 
suggesting themselves again). And, by the time I had achieved my 15th success, the 
total had risen to around 95%. Since successes 16-20 added only 5% of new ideas (and 
seemingly-minor ideas, at that), I decided to terminate the series after the 20th success. 
As already indicated, the 20th success was actually my 30th unobtrusive experiment, 
because I had rejected 4 other attempts as being only moderately successful, and 6 others 
as being failures. In summary, then, the law of diminishing returns brought the series of 
unobtrusive experiments to a natural halt after the 30th trial. In effect, an adaptive 
sampling procedure was used - size of the sample (namely, 30 groups) being determined 
by the rate of decrease in the occurrence of new ideas.
The Protocol Data Base
Each of the 30 unobtrusive experiments generated a write-up or "protocol" - a 
semi-structured set of notes designed to record the kind of information listed in Table 1 
on page 134. Several points need to be made about Table 1.
(a) There is nothing sacrosanct about its content or overall layout. A variety 
of alternative formats would have served equally well. Basically, aU that 
is required is a format which is both easy to use and comprehensive 
enough to help ensure that everything that matters is likely to get
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recorded. In effect, Table 1 is mainly a "catch-all" listing of points that 
need to be recorded and thought about in the quest for conceptual 
clarifications as to (i) what cognitive complexity is, and (ii) what kinds of 
follow-up enquiries need to be made to clarify its nature (and origin and 
consequences, etc.) still further.
(b) In the interests of comprehensiveness, there is some overlap among 
certain entries in Table 1 - e.g. entries (3), (4), (6), (7), and (8). For 
example, if all the members of a discussion group happened to be adult 
women, this fact might be recorded under entry (3) as a ladies meeting or 
hen party. Or it might be recorded under (4) as a re-union of former 
school friends. Or it might be recorded under (6) as a group of lady 
executives meeting to talk about the economic recession. And so on. 
Alternatives of this kind are of no importance. Since each protocol is 
rarely more than a few pages long, it does not matter much where the 
relevant information is located. It will be easy to find, wherever it is. 
And that is aU that matters.
(c) In experiments cf the kind being described, ihc primary aim of each 
protocol is to function as a personalised memory jogger. The 
experimenter should be able to refer back to his protocols, at some later 
date, and find enough information there to reconstruct a reliable account 
of what happened, and what sort of sense he made of it all. (My account 
of the discussion on poor performers was in fact reconstructed from the 
relevant protocol.) The key entries in Table 1, therefore, are (10) and
(13)-entry (10) recording what was actually said, and entry (13) recording 
the lessons learned. The remaining entries in Table 1 (to do with such 
matters as date, location, type of meeting, etc.) largely serve as 
background data for (10) and (13). In most cases, they take only a line or
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two to complete.
(d) Since the aim of these experiments was conceptual clarification, rather 
than specific hypothesis-testing, there was no pre-established "correct" 
way of filling in entries listed in Table 1. What got recorded was what 
seemed to me at the time to be relevant and interesting to my personal 
quest for conceptual clarity. Among other things, this meant that each 
new protocol that I wrote up tended to contain, under heading (13), only 
those "bright ideas" and "promising new leads" that had not occurred to 
me (and been written down) when I was compiling earlier protocols.
(e) For the sake of completeness, a protocol was written up in respect of all 
30 experiments, including the 4 that I regarded as being only partially 
successful, and the 6 that were failures. The information recorded in 
these latter 6 protocols was obviously sparse. But it is possible to learn 
useful lessons from failures of this kind - if, for example, an attempt to be 
cognitively complex is cut dead by some reaction or "ploy" that one has 
not noticed (or considered seriously enough) before.
(f) Decisions as to what to include in any given protocol, and what to omit, 
must inevitably be matters of subjective judgement on the part of the 
experimenter (myself). If the goal is conceptual clarification, what gets 
written down are experiences and ideas that change the experimenter's 
mind about certain aspects of the conceptual issues being addressed. This 
is bound to be a personal decision. Moreover, there is inevitably a 
sequential effect as the experiments proceed. What gets written down in 
one protocol does not need to get written down in such detail in later 
protocols. There may also be cross-referencing among protocols if later 
experiments suggest modifications to views expressed in earlier
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protocols. Entry (15) of Table 1 makes explicit provision for this 
possibility.
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Table 1
General Format of Protocols
( 1 ) Date of Meeting
(2) Location of Meeting
(3) Type of Meeting
(coffee table, cocktail party, one-to-one, etc.)
(4) Occasion/General Context
(informal gathering, people just taking a rest, etc.)
(5) Topic(s) Discussed in part(s) of meeting
in which cognitive complexity was exhibited
(6) Number and Type of Participants
(e.g. 5 academics, plus names if relevant)
(7) Additional Information about Participants
(heterogeneity, how well-known to one another, 
level of expertise in subject matter under 
discussion, comings-and-goings within group, etc.)
(8) Manner of Arising of discussion(s) in which cognitive
complexity occurred
(9) Additional Comment on any of above
(nature of potentiating remarks, general 
atmosphere, seriousness or otherwise, etc.)
(10) Account of What Happened
(who said what to whom, etc.)
(11) Approximate Duration of (10) above
(12) Additional Information, where relevant (reactions and
levels of interest of various participants, way in 
which discussion extended or brought to an end, etc.)
(13) "Lessons Learned" (implications for furthering the study of
cognitive complexity, possible new leads and 
insights, new questions raised, conceptual and 
definitional implications, methodological 
implications, etc.)
(14) Follow-Up Checks that might be worth making
(15) Concluding Remarks
(including unfinished business, and 
cross-referencing to other relevant protocols, etc) 
tended to contain, under heading (13), only those 
"bright ideas" and "promising new leads" that had 
not occurred to me (and been written down) when I 
was compiling earlier protocols.
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(g) As already stated, the 30 protocols were obtained over a period of 7-8 consecutive 
weeks. They constituted the systematic build up of an initially impressionistic 
body of ideas on the subject of cognitive complexity. The build up was systematic 
in the sense that each new experiment tended to modify (e.g. amend or refine or 
elaborate) impressions obtained from prior experiments. And each new protocol 
was influenced or "glossed" by what had been written down in previous 
protocols. By the time the 20th experiment had been completed, and its protocol 
written up, my accumulated impressions were beginning to crystallise into 
tentative conclusions. And by the time of completion of the 30th experiment, the 
tentative conclusions had hardened still further into conclusions that were 
beginning to feel quite definitive. In the next section, under the heading of 
"Findings", I will attempt to say what the main impressions and conclusions were.
Findings
As a result of observing, and reflecting at length upon, the 30 groups that I have 
spoken about, I became increasingly convinced of the need to distinguish several 
substantively different kinds of cognitive complexity. To see why I arrived at this 
couulusiuii, it will be helpful to recapitulate the sequence of events involved in the 
discussion on "Poor Performers".
(1) First of all, consider the original author of the book that was discussed. For 
the author of the book, the thinking in which he was involved was obviously of a 
cognitively complex kind. What he had to do was bring a whole variety of different 
considerations to bear upon the problem of how to get poor performers working well 
and enthusiastically again. He may well have been mistaken in some of the 
considerations that he brought to bear and (hence) in some of the conclusions that he 
reached. But, as we have already seen, cognitively complex thinking is not necessarily 
correct thinking. The only requirement is that the thinker should, so to speak, be
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mentally juggling with a variety of considerations that seem to him (perhaps rightly, but 
perhaps not)to be relevant.
(2) Let us now turn our attention to Fred, the person in the informal gathering 
who had read the book. If the book contained ideas that Fred had not previously thought 
about, and if he wanted to come to grips with them, he also would be plunged (during 
his reading) into a cognitively complex mode of reasoning. But the circumstances in 
which the reader Fred finds himself are not by any means the same as those of the 
original author. The author is generating a cluster of new ideas and considerations about 
how to cope with poor performers. And the reader is pursuing the parallel and 
complementary task of trying to assimilate these ideas. The reader is immersed in a 
cognitively complex mode of thinking, because he is trying to make sense of a variety of 
different considerations that have been generated by someone else. A shorter way of 
putting the point would be to say that there is the kind of cognitive complexity needed to 
GENERATE one's own complex arguments and conclusions. And there is a somewhat 
different kind of cognitive complexity needed to FOLLOW the complex arguments and 
conclusions of other people.
(3) However, even this last assertion is not quite complete. If Fred had been a 
critical reader, he would have done more than just "soak up" what the author had to say. 
In addition to assimilating the ideas advocated by the author, he would also have brought 
to bear his own views on the subject. In other words, the reader would have tried both
(a) to follow the author's arguments, and (b) to ASSESS the author's arguments in the 
light of his own ideas and experiences. To attempt to do both (a) and (b) - i.e. to try 
both to follow and assess - is to involve oneself in yet more cognitive complexity.
(4) Let us next consider the episode, in the informal gathering, in which Fred 
was briefly summarising the content of the book for the benefit of the other people 
present. In a space of about 2 - 3  minutes, Fred presented a whole cluster of
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considerations and conclusions that the author had laid out. At first sight, it might be 
thought that Fred was necessarily being cognitively complex during this 2-3 minute 
period. But this is not really the case. In order to summarise what an author has said, 
all that is required is a reasonably accurate memorv for the relevant key points and 
details. No cognitive complexity is needed to speak from memory in this way. 
Cognitive complexity begins only at the point where someone - a critic such as Mark, for 
instance - elects to start thinking, with some seriousness, about the various 
considerations being outlined. So far as Fred himself was concerned, the fluency of his 
delivery showed that he personally was not even attempting to struggle with the ideas 
that he was throwing out. He was simply passing them on for other members of the 
group to pick up and play with, if that is what they wanted to do.
(5) This kind of summarising behaviour leaves the other members of the group 
with several options. One possibility is that they do not even try to pay very much 
attention to what is being said. Perhaps they are content just to get the general gist of the 
author's views. In such cases as this, very little cognitive complexity is required of the 
listener. For listeners who choose to respond in this way, Fred is simply offering to 
transfer a miscellany of talking points from his own head into theirs. All that is expected 
is a few light weight remains ("Tnafs very interesting", "I like it!", "I bet that wouldn't 
work on our poor performers", etc.), and the whole discussion can politely come to an 
end.
(6) But suppose that a listener happens to be seriously interested in what Fred 
has to say? In this case, he is committing himself to cognitive complexity of a quite 
demanding kind. If the ideas that Fred relates are new to him, he must at the very least 
(a) listen attentively, and (b) try to construct in his imagination a conceptual framework 
within which the utterances of Fred make sense. In addition, he may simultaneously 
find himself checking out the coherence of what Fred has to say, and also comparing it 
with his own ideas on the subject. In other words, he will be trying to exercise critical
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judgement regarding the credibility and coherence and validity of the original author's 
ideas. As shown by the intervention of Mark, this really does call for cognitively 
complex thinking.
(7) Notice, also, that the kind of critical thinking that has just been described 
has to be done under considerable time pressure and, more often than not, in the face of 
assorted distractions and interruptions originating from other members of the gathering. 
This is very different from the position that Fred was in when he first read the book. In 
Fred's case, it was possible for him to read the book at his own pace and, where 
necessary, re-read pages that he did not fully grasp the first time around. In Fred's case, 
it was also possible for him, if he so desired, to study the book under distraction-free 
conditions - e.g. in the privacy of his own home. None of these luxuries is available to 
the person who is trying to listen, seriously and attentively, in an informal gathering. 
The information that Fred provides has to be digested at the rate (and in the 
manner/order) that Fred delivers it. And since Fred summarised the main content of the 
book in only 2 -3  minutes, key points were coming very fast indeed. No back-tracking 
is possible under these conditions, and extraneous disturbances just have to be put up 
with. All this greatly increases the difficulty of listening in a serious and critical way to 
what is being said, and may help to explain why people in iiifuiiual groups so often 
seem reluctant even to attempt it.
(8) Notice, also, that the possibility of opting out - i.e. of not even trying to 
make much sense of what is being said - is rendered very difficult if a particular member 
of the gathering is being addressed directly. In the discussion on poor performers, it 
was I who first expressed an interest in hearing about the book. So Fred was most of 
the time looking at me while he was summarising its content. Under these conditions, I 
felt under strong pressure to do my best to follow and evaluate what often seemed to me 
to be a rather complicated set of ideas and considerations. In other words, I felt that, out 
of politeness, I was being forced into the kind of cognitive complexity needed to "follow
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and assess". The cognitive strain was considerable. Fred was not the most orderly 
expositor. Key points seemed to me to be arriving thick and fast, and in somewhat 
scrambled form. I was also aware that if I took time off to think about one 
controversial-sounding point, I was likely to miss the next half-dozen! By the time Fred 
had finished his summary, I was beginning to wonder what on earth I could say that 
would (a) sound reasonably intelligent, and (b) make Fred feel that he had not wasted his 
time in responding so fully to my display of interest. Fortunately, other members of the 
group came to the rescue with an assortment of talking points and reactions which 
obviously made Fred feel that his little presentation had been well appreciated.
(9) If we now transfer our attention to the kinds of reactions that Fred's 
summary elicited, I find (on consulting the protocol) that I informally classified these as 
being mostly of a judgemental or nitpicking or "waiting to pounce" kind. Roughly 
speaking, a reaction can be called judgemental if it consists mainly in expressing 
approval or disapproval of certain things that Fred had reported. Very little cognitive 
complexity is needed to do this (although expressions of disapproval, if challenged, can 
lead to justificatory arguments of a cognitively complex kind). A reaction can be called 
nitpicking if its purpose is mainly to take issue with some comparatively isolated or 
unimportant facet of the overall presentation. For example, there was one point at whicn 
Fred remarked that employees were less likely to perform well if the role structures 
within an organization were not clearly defined. One member of the gathering objected 
to this as being an unnecessary bit of mystery-mongering. "What you mean", he said, 
"Is that people are unlikely to perform weU unless they know what is expected of them." 
Such interruptions, which I describe as nitpicking, are typical of small-group gatherings. 
They may well have some degree of merit, but they do not call for much cognitive 
complexity on the part of the person who makes them. Similar comments can be made 
in respect of the "waiting to pounce" reaction. This is typified by the man who burst in 
with the view that what some poor performers need is punishment. Such outbursts 
suggest that very little effort was made, by the person concerned, to follow Fred's
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summary as a totality. It was more a case of his having already decided what poor 
performers really need (namely, some good old-fashioned punishment). Noting that 
Fred's summary had very little to say on this particular topic, he therefore broke in to tell 
the gathering his own views on the matter. Yet again, very little cognitive complexity is 
required to make that sort of contribution.
(10) The kinds of reactions just described are aU essentially light-weight. They 
are in marked contrast to the reaction of Mark, the person who swung the whole 
discussion around by suggesting that "more management" might be the very last thing 
that the poor performer needs. It was clear that Mark had listened conscientiously and 
intelligently to Fred's account, and had moreover evaluated it quite carefully as he went 
along. However, he did not break into the discussion in a judgemental or nitpicking or 
"waiting to pounce" way. Whereas the advocate of punishment had jumped in with an 
obviously pre-established conclusion. Mark was taking the original topic in its entirety, 
and trying to bring to bear on it a variety of alternative considerations. Here, for the first 
time in the discussion, was a genuine exhibition of quiet investigative reasoning - a 
gentle and seemingly-impartial exploring of a viewpoint which was fundamentally at 
odds with the one that Fred had described. What is more, it was an entirely voluntary 
exercise in cognirivp.ly complex thinking. VrTxcrcas I persunally had felt obliged to tnink 
in a cognitively complex manner ( because Fred was primarily addressing his remarks at 
me), there was no such obligation placed upon Mark. He had voluntarily chosen to take 
the topic seriously, and was then thinking-on-his-feet about it for the benefit of anyone 
else who might be interested.
(11) Mark's contribution had several other distinctive features. In addition to 
being voluntary, it had a distinctively truth-seeking feel about it. As I later discovered, it 
was also "systemic". And it displayed considerable independence of thought. Mark was 
very much his own man. As I gradually got to know him better in the months that 
followed, I discovered that this was typical of the way in which he tackled all serious
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topics. In most informal gatherings, truth-seeking is a rare phenomenon. In political 
arguments, for example, many people seem to think that, in most important respects, 
they are already in possession of the truth. So the goal of such arguments is typically to 
score points, or put the opposition right. Wanting to win or impress, or wanting to 
argue for the sake of it, or wanting to argue just to liven the proceedings up - these are aU 
much more common than the goal of truth-seeking. Perhaps tmth-seeking is rare because 
it demands a good intellect, a wide range of relevant concepts, a searching kind of 
honesty, and a thoroughly open-ended approach. People do not arrive at the truth if they 
spin arguments that are calculated (perhaps unconsciously) to lead to a particular 
conclusion, or to conform with a particular school of thought. Neither do they arrive at 
the truth by joining in the sort of ding-dong battle that arises out of an emotive clash of 
opinions. A truth-seeking enquiry is one that has to be essentially impartial and 
open-ended. There must be a willingness to follow a critical line of reasoning wherever 
it leads, even if it points towards conclusions which feel uncomfortable, or run counter 
to conventional wisdom. Perhaps it should be added that tmth-seeking enquiries do not 
necessarily lead to Tmth (with a capital T). It is rather the case that they are more likely 
to get closer to it than disputations of the wanting to winAmpress kind.
(12) A special word needs to be said about îvlaik’s svstemic appruach lo 
difficult problems. For Mark, the word ’systemic' meant something more (and 
something deeper) than the related word 'systematic'. I will elaborate on this point later 
in the chapter. (Briefly, systematic thinking is suggestive of thinking that is orderly and 
tidy. Systemic thinking is additionally suggestive of thinking that flows from a deeper 
"System of Thought", and in accordance with guiding principles that facilitate the 
discovery of what is relevant and what is not.) For the moment, it is enough to notice 
that systemic thinking, of the kind that Mark regularly engaged in, stands in significant 
contrast to the type of haphazard and inconsequential thinking that tends to occur so 
frequently in most informal groups. To the serious-minded person, informal gatherings 
can be more than a little disappointing. More often than not, discussion takes the form
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of assorted members tossing disparate ideas into the ring - ideas that might at various 
times be intelligent, unintelligent, relevant, irrelevant, half-baked, emotional, 
dispassionate, earnest, arbitrational, facetious, witty, carping, or whatever - and then 
"batting them around", or letting them go, according to whim. Most members seem to 
find this sort of back-chat emotionally satisfying. It enables people to let off steam, and 
engage in good-humoured exchanges, and so on. But it is not inaccurate to describe the 
content and drift of such talk as being generally haphazard and inconsequential, because 
it seldom leads (except by accident) to any significant discoveries or conclusions.
(13) The lack of any "serious" discussion in informal gatherings is seldom a 
matter of concern to the participants themselves. In some respects, this might seem a 
little surprising. Almost by definition, informal groups do not have any agenda to get 
through. So there is no shortage of time for a speU of serious discussion, if that is what 
the participants wanted. The fact is, however, that they generally do not want to engage 
in serious discussion. The nearest that they ever get to such discussion is the occasional 
"heated argument" that breaks out. And even that tends to get killed off if it starts 
looking too serious or ugly. For most people, an informal gathering is seen as an 
occasion for relaxing and (hence) for not having to think too hard or be too serious. 
There accordingly tends to be a steady emphasis on die dcsiiabiliiy of maintaining good 
overall rapport and (hence) avoiding discussions that could make certain members feel 
uncomfortable or threatened. This is why the contributions of people like Mark tend to 
be neither expected, nor particularly welcome.
(14) There is however one kind of contribution that does tend to be welcomed, 
notwithstanding the fact that, at first glance, it does look like a sustained display of 
cognitive complexity. It occurs whenever someone chooses to entertain on "regale" the 
rest of the gathering with some highly intricate story or analysis or viewpoint. As 
already hinted in section 11 above, politicians can be quite good at this. If they are 
challenged on some sensitive social or political issue that they have already thought
143
about, they are often able to come up with a whole variety of impressive-looking 
considerations which they then bring to bear on the issue in order to demonstrate the 
validity of their own preferred viewpoint. It is important to understand that this kind of 
display is not (according to our way of looking at the matter) an exercise in cognitive 
complexity on the part of the speaker. It is more in the nature of a skilled (and usually 
pre-rehearsed) performance. In our definition of cognitive complexity, we were careful 
to associate the phenomenon with a mode of mental functioning that arises "when an 
attempt is made to solve unfamiliar problems by bringing a variety of different 
considerations to bear upon them". The politician who puts on a vigorous display of 
rhetoric or oratory is not, by our definition, attempting to solve an unfamiliar problem. 
Rather, he is proudly exhibiting his solution to a problem that is already familiar to him, 
and for which he has already worked out a form of solution that satisfies him. Like 
Fred, who provided a fluent summary of the book on poor performers, the politician is 
essentially speaking (albeit in a complicated manner) from memory. It is of course 
possible that the politician was forced into a cognitively complex mode of reasoning 
when he first attempted to arrive at his now-polished solution. But, even here, it is not 
unknown for politicians to "lift" their solutions, almost verbatim, from the pages of the 
political journals that they read. It remains true, however, that if an intricate solution to 
snme problem exists, then someone must at Sumc liiuc have engaged in cognitively 
complex reasoning, in order to have arrived at it. Thereafter, the reporting of such a 
solution (e.g. in informal gatherings) may call for little more than a moderately accurate 
memory.
(15) We are here raising matters which have an important bearing on the 
methodology of enquiries aimed at studying cognitive complexity. What we are talking 
about is the difference between people being cognitively complex, and people only 
seeming to be cognitively complex. In one of the 30 groups that I observed, someone 
remarked on the trouble that he was having with some of the plants in his garden. One 
member of the group, who was a horticultural expert, then came out with a very
144
substantial number of considerations to do with the healthy growing and maintenance of 
such plants. He was not however even pretending to be cognitively complex in his 
presentation. He was speaking fluently, and from a well established knowledge base, 
about problems with which he was entirely familiar. Of course, any member of the 
group who wanted to grapple seriously with what he was saying would automatically be 
plunged into a cognitively complex mode of thinking. But this tends not to happen on 
occasions such as this. Having exhibited the relevant considerations, the gardening 
expert then made a number of specific suggestions which were easy to remember (or to 
jot down on a scrap of paper), and the discussion moved smoothly on to another topic. 
At no stage was there any feeling of cognitive complexity - either on the part of the 
gardening expert, or on the part of the listeners. The problem was an easy and familiar 
one for the expert to deal with, and it was easy for the listeners to take note of the 
recommendations that he finally made.
(16) If we pause to reflect on the incidents described in sections 14 and 15, we 
are in a position to notice what seems, at first sight, to be a disturbing anomaly. What 
emerges is the finding that people can talk in complicated ways, about complicated 
subjects, without ever being in more than a "light-weight" state of cognitive complexity! 
Tn thp. case of the gardening expert, we have an instance of a pci sun whu verbally brings 
a variety of different considerations to bear upon the problem of how to look after certain 
kinds of plants. But there is little cognitive complexity involved in his doing this, if the 
problem itself, along with the relevant considerations, are all entirely familiar to him. 
When the expert starts talking about the relevant considerations, the listeners are likewise 
able to avoid getting into a cognitively complex state, by the simple expedient of not even 
trying to bring the expert's considerations to bear upon the problem under discussion. 
Instead, they can simply note that such considerations exist, and then wait to see what 
the expert does with them. If they so desire, they will be content just to catch the general 
drift of what is being said, and they may privately be interested only in listening to the 
recommendations (for plant care) that he finally comes up with.
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Similarly remarks apply in respect of the politician described in section 14. In 
this case, the considerations that are brought forth will again be largely from memory 
(probably from quite-recent memory, if the politician was challenged on the same issue 
only the day before). So there is not much cognitive complexity required there. 
Similarly, the listeners can avoid getting into a state of cognitive complexity by just not 
bothering to agonise, to any significant degree, about what is being said. The smooth 
presentation of an accomplished pohtical speaker is something that many people listen to 
in the way that they listen to a skilled raconteur. It is regarded as a sort of entertainment 
that does not need to be taken seriously, especially if the speaker is basically only 
looking for nods of agreement or admiring glances. The only cognitive complexity 
required of such listeners is cognitive complexity of the type needed to follow (perhaps 
only minimally and intermittently) some line of reasoning that is not immediately 
comprehensible or ignorable.
(17) There are several other factors that enable people to talk in complicated 
ways about complicated subjects, without ever having to move at all deeply into a 
cognitively complex mode of thinking. The most important factor is almost certainly to 
do with the enormous amount of mass media coverage that is given over to the 
unnnlflriging of scientific and technological and ether complex topics. As a ic su ll u f  
watching TV, or listening to the radio, or reading books or journals or newspapers, 
every intelligent adult is nowadays in a position to collect a whole armoury of 
complicated-sounding talking points about such matters as environmental conservation, 
weight-reducing diets, or the disposal of nuclear waste. By reading journals such as 
Reader's Digest or the Scientific American, one can readily obtain what might be called 
"ghmpses of understanding" concerning topics about which one would otherwise remain 
almost totally ignorant. One can also pick up bits of specialist terminology, and 
intriguing-sounding ideas, which can then be talked about in informal gatherings. But 
there is of course no possibility of applying these ideas to solve unfamiliar problems. 
All that is happening is that the complicated-sounding ideas are being exhibited and
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"played around with". And this is wholly in keeping with the ethos of most informal 
gatherings, which is to keep the conversation relaxed and essentially non-serious.
(18) From the standpoint of this thesis, people who talk about complicated 
subjects in complicated ways are not necessarily being cognitively complex. They might 
be. But it is often difficult to be sure. And there are other possibilities which we have 
just noted. One such possibility, exemplified by the gardening expert, is that the person 
concerned is talking from a secure knowledge based about matters that are entirely 
familiar to him. Another possibility is that certain topics (like the disposal of nuclear 
waste) are sufficiently emotive to get people talking, notwithstanding the fact that they 
might know very little about the technical problems involved. In such cases, the 
seeming "complexity" of their discussion may consist in little more than their speaking 
from memory about odd snippets of information that they have gleaned on the subject. 
In effect, they are just telling one another what they happen to have seen or heard or 
read. This can sound quite complicated - especially if the various contributions are 
sprinkled with technical jargon and bear no obvious relation to one another. But, if the 
purpose of the exercise is simply to build up a shopping list of talking points, it can often 
proceeed without any cognitive strain at all. Cognitive complexity begins only at the 
point w h ere  snm nne decides to take some cf the talldng points seriously, and b iin g  ihcm 
to bear upon the topic with a view to achieving some kind of significant clarification. 
And the gathering may feel no compulsion at all to encourage this.
(19) As indicated in section 15, the methodological challenge here is that of 
trying to distinguish between (a) people who are being genuinelv cognitively complex, 
and (b) people who are not. With regard to (b), there would appear to be at least two 
sub-categories. First of all, we have identified people (like the politician, and the 
gardening expert) who are capable of putting on a genuinely effective display of complex 
reasoning, but who are not actually experiencing any cognitive strain or complexity at the 
time, because they are doing it all from memory. This is not meant to belittle their
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achievement. It is simply to point out that what was once a cognitively complex problem 
for them has now been mastered and (hence) transmuted into the sort of well- practiced 
and fluent skill which causes them no further difficulties at all. Secondly, we have 
identified a somewhat different type of situation in which people seem to be reasoning in 
a complex way, but are actually doing something rather different - such as putting on a 
show, or "acting clever", or generally complicating the discussion by throwing in cryptic 
snippets of information that tend to confuse or "throw" the rest of the gathering. If we 
now ask ourselves how we might reliably distinguish between case (a) and case (b) - i.e. 
how we might distinguish between the real thing, and the simulation or pretence - there 
appears to be only one answer. We must somehow contrive an experimental situation in 
which we can get to know our subjects well enough to be able to make the distinction 
with reasonable confidence. Only then will we be able to distinguish genuine cognitive 
complexity from "pseudo" cognitive complexity.
(20) In order to see the force of the point that has just been made, it is necessary 
to appreciate that, in almost all social gatherings (not just the formal ones) people 
regularly tend to give the impression that they are more clever than they actually 
They pretend to be following arguments when they are not. They throw in other 
people's ideas as if they were their own. And so on. In extreme eases, it is possible lu 
put on a completely spurious act of being cognitively complex. Suppose, for example, 
that the gardening expert (cf. section 15) had chosen to behave in this way. On hearing 
that the trouble that one of the group was having with his plants, he might have put on a 
puzzled expression and said something like, "Oh! I haven't had much experience of that 
particular problem." He might then have gone on to ask further questions - gradually 
bringing out more and more considerations which he could then draw together, in a 
triumphant manner, to arrive at an appropriate set of recommendations. An 
impressive-looking display of cognitively complex thinking - but all of it faked, because 
he actually knew the correct answer all the time! By pretending that a problem is 
unfamiliar, when it is not, people can quite easily give the impression that they are
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struggling, in a cognitively complex way (and, of course, victoriously) with 
difficult-looking problems that they have "never seriously thought about before". As a 
result of observing my 30 groups, I became increasingly aware of the fact that this sort 
of dissembling can go on all the time, to a greater or lesser degree. The problem of 
identifying authentic cognitive complexity is therefore by no means a trivial one.
(21) In case some of my remarks about small groups sound disparaging or 
patronising, perhaps I should say here that they are not intended to be. If a handful of 
people are gathered around a coffee table for the purpose of relaxing, there is no great 
harm in the occasional bit of "showing o ff. There is nothing surprising, either, about 
the fact that discussants often pretend to be following arguments when they are not. If 
relaxation is the objective, it can also be positively inept (from a social point of view) to 
try to plunge the entire group into cognitively complex modes of reasoning. Apart from 
that, there is also (as we have seen) the sheer difficulty of trying to think about complex 
topics, in cognitively complex ways, in front of people who are not feeling particularly 
serious, and who may not want to be subjected to cognitive strain for more than a few 
minutes at a time. Informal gatherings which eschew cognitive complexity can hardly be 
criticised for doing so, if relaxation and enjoyment is what they are really looking for. 
Such grnnps may even be showing good judgement e.g. by tacitly recognising thai 
informal gatherings are not suitable occasions for sustained problem solving attempts of 
the kind that Mark invited his gatherings to engage in.
(22) There is however one comment of a slightly disparaging kind that does 
need to be made. It arises out of my observations that people who participate in 
relaxation-orientated gatherings often leave with the conviction that they have enjoyed 
"some really first-class conversation". By this, they almost invariably mean something 
like "high quality and incisive conversation". Now if this is what they believe, my 
personal feeling is that they are tending to delude themselves. What passes for 
high-quality conversation, in many formal gatherings, is what I would prefer to describe
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as the light-weight exchange of second-hand ideas. In saying this, I am trying to be 
uncompromisingly descriptive, not cynical. I am not trying to sound elitist, either. To a 
large extent, we are all second-hand people. We gather ideas from various sources and 
authorities, and we throw them into our conversations without acknowledgement, as and 
when seems appropriate. This is all part of the accepted process of everyday 
conversation, and I am not wishing to pour scorn upon it. The only point that I insist on 
making is that informal conversations of this kind can seldom be described, at all 
convincingly, as being of high quahty. As a social occasion, the informal gathering can 
no doubt fulfil a variety of worthwhile human functions. And this should not be 
disparaged. But the fact is that such gatherings rarely take time off to investigate 
complicated-looking topics in depth. If we are wanting to study authentic examples of 
cognitively complex reasoning - the kind of reasoning that tries to tackle difficult and 
unfamiliar problems in a serious-minded way, and without any attempts to dissemble, or 
"put on a show" - informal gatherings turn out to be not the best places to look.
(23) Over the past 22 sections, I have been describing what seems to me to be a 
quite useful collection of "findings". Since these findings pre-dated the final 
re-conceptualisation of cognitive complexity that was presented in chapter 4, it can be 
said with assurance, that my study of the 30 groups both (a)  in iu n n e d  the 
re-conceptualisation, and (b) pointed to ways in which the re-conceptualisation might be 
followed up or extended. In effect, the last 22 sections have mainly been addressing two 
related topics. The first of these is to do with the different TYPES of cognitive 
complexity that can be identified (ranging from "authentic" which is rare, to "pseudo" 
which is rather less rare). The second is to do with the different CIRCUMSTANCES 
under which cognitive complexity (of any type) can manifest itself. To some extent, the 
circumstances partially determine the types, and vice-versa. For example, there are 
circumstances, in small group gatherings, where some people are making remarks that 
almost compel certain listeners to try to "follow and assess" what is being said. And 
there are other circumstances where the manifestations of cognitive complexity is almost
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a completely voluntary phenomenon. This calls attention to a further natural and 
important distinction - the distinction between (1) being cognitively complex as a result 
of trying to bring one's own considerations to bear upon some unfamiliar problem, and
(ii) being cognitively complex as a result of trying to make sense of (and possible do 
something with) the considerations that other people are bringing to bear upon the 
problem. Very often, some combination of (i) and (ii) will be required.
(24) With respect to the last point made, we can additionally note that the 
attempt to make sense of other people's considerations can itself vary in complexity. As 
already mentioned, some cognitive complexity is required simply to follow (with a 
modicum of understanding) what other people are saying. Additional cognitive 
complexity is required to assess what other people are saying. Yet more cognitive 
co’mplexity is needed to check out the validity of one's own assessments. And so on. 
All of this calls for considerable mental effort. And our observations have highlighted 
the fact that the effort can be particularly arduous in informal group discussion, where 
there may be very little control over distractions and interruptions, and very little control 
over the rate and manner of delivery of the information coming in. So the question that 
arises is whether the effort is likely to be perceived as worthwhile. Our study of the 30 
groups suggest that most people, most of the time, answer this question with a "No", 
especially if they are wanting to relax. But it is not always easy to opt out, and there wiU 
always be occasional instances of people being genuinely interested in pursuing a 
difficult topic seriously. However, the general ethos of most informal gatherings is to 
take things easy. So the likelihood of being allowed to pursue a serious topic seriously 
turns out to be rather small.
(25) All of this has important implications fo the systematic study of cognitive 
complexity. Taken as a whole, the findings that have just been summarised all point to 
the conclusion that informal gatherings tend to be light-weight affairs, because that is 
what most of the participants want. In practice, there are numerous opportunities for
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issues/topics to be taken up in a serious way. But if anyone tries to do this, he typically 
(as in the case of Mark) gets a luke-warm hearing. This means that, for much of the 
time, discussion in informal gatherings is of a kind which calls for almost no cognitive 
complexity at all. If cognitive complexity is called for, this is usually because the 
discussion has suddenly become confused or heated. But, in these cases, what we are 
witnessing is cognitive complexity of a confusional kind - i.e. cognitive complexity that 
leads towards confusion, rather than clarity. In informal gatherings, the clarificatory 
kind of cognitive complexity (the kind that Mark tried to engage in) is, for the reasons 
already given, a rarity. It requires a truth-seeking (rather than a wanting-to-win) 
mentality. It requires open-ended impartiality (rather than the routine application of 
personal prejudice). It requires time and patience to tease out the considerations that 
matter. And so on. To the extent that these requirements all run counter to the general 
disposition of most informal gatherings, cognitive complexity of the clarificatory kind is 
a somewhat rare occurrence. Phenomena such as dissembling, and "putting on a show", 
tend to be much more common. And this can make it very difficult to distinguish 
authentic cognitive complexity from the "pseudo" or deceptive variety.
(26) Now it might be argued, with some conviction, that the only kind of 
nngnitive complexity worth engaging in is the Idnd that veers towaius clarilv. Where, 
then, can this "clarificatory" kind of cognitive complexity be found? No doubt there are 
some families and friendship groups in which there has developed a tradition of 
sustained serious discussion - e.g. at the dinner table on a Sunday evening. But the 30 
groups that I observed were not of that kind. As already indicated, the overwhelming 
impression conveyed by my groups was that of wanting to keep the conversation light. 
Even in small academic groups, any speaker who tried to take up some theme in a 
cognitively complex way would receive only a limited hearing. There also seemed to be 
a background fear of making oneself look silly - i.e. a nervousness about taking up some 
topic and single-handedlv exploring it in front of other people. Such an action could too 
easily be construed as pontificating, or "showing o ff. And, in any event, the attempt to
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think out loud in this way puts the speaker at risk of ridicule, if someone suddenly 
happens to detect a large flaw in his reasoning. Finally, a whole range of linguistic and 
paralinguistic devices - joking remarks, flippant asides, fidgets and sighs, raised 
eyebrows, and the like - can all be brought to bear on anyone who persists in trying to 
handle an informal group discussion in a cognitively complex manner.
(27) While I was observing my 30 groups, one of my supervisors suggested 
that I might get useful additional information by watching "serious" TV debates, and by 
studying ongoing debates in "serious" newspapers and magazines. I did this for a short 
period, but I again saw very little evidence of cognitive complexity of the truth-seeking 
investigative kind. If one watches a group of politicians on TV, the most conspicuous 
feature of their performance is the articulate way in which they speak from 
well-rehearsed and well-polished positions. The primary aim of adversarial debate is to 
win or to exculpate or to justify or to "point the finger". What we generally see when we 
watch politicians on TV, or follow the correspondence columns in (say) the Times 
Newspaper, is the exhibiting of skilled performances. All sides to the debate seem to 
have already heard their opponent's most telling objections, and have already honed up a 
range of clever-sounding answers or evasions. Mass media debates are not exercises in 
cognitive complexity cf the quiet truth-seeking kind. Tney àic uppununiries for various 
parties to present conclusions or dogmas in ways which will hopefully win the day 
against the opposition.
(28) It has to be admitted that many people eniov watching TV debates of the 
kind just described. Intelligent people will watch a TV debate and afterwards claim, with 
some enthusiasm, that they learned quite a lot from it. What they usually mean by this is 
that they heard a number of arguments and talking points (often put in a forceful and 
plausible way) which they had not heard before. The question that needs to be asked, 
however, is whether the ad hoc addition of new talking points to one's repertoire actually 
helps to diminish the amount of confusion in the World. TV viewers may well feel good
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about having their repertoire enlarged. But TV debates, like most other kinds of debates 
in the mass media, are essentially conflictual in nature, and thereby tend to exacerbate 
and harden divisions among people. Individual viewers may well feel that a particular 
debate has helped to clarify their ideas on the topic discussed. But it is questionable 
whether there is any increase in clarity (any diminution of confusion and conflict) in the 
populace as a whole.
(29) For me, cognitive complexity can be legitimately described as 
"clarificatory" only if it moves the problem solver discemibly closer to a satisfactory 
(and hopefully final) solution to the problem under consideration. My worry about TV 
and other mass media debates is that they do not seem to facilitate this process. Debates 
on how to handle industrial disputes, inflation, delinquency, unemployment, terrorism, 
or whatever, all seem to me to be occasions for stockpiling, in an adversarial/confronting 
manner, an increasing number of opposing viewpoints. Notwithstanding the fact that 
many people seem to enjoy the thrust and parry of energetic public debate, and 
notwithstanding the fact that they seem to enjoy the steady proliferation of more and 
more "pros and cons", it seems to me that such debates actually have the 
counterproductive effect of making the problem seem ever more difficult, and the 
prnsppnts of a satisfying solution ever more remote. If an indusLrial dispute gets 
resolved, this is not likely to be due to any great shafts of light that have been shed on 
the matter by the pro-ing and con-ing and (often inadvertent) mischief-making of the 
mass media.
(30) Where, then, can cognitive complexity of the clarificatory kind be found? 
As a result of persisting with this question, I became increasingly convinced that this 
kind of cognitive complexity is seldom a very public phenomenon. It is the sort of 
phenomenon that tends to manifest itself mainly in private, or in the usually-confidential 
company of appropriate "helpers". The author who is putting together a book, the 
musician who is working on a new symphony, the chess player who is composing an
154
original chess problem - these are all essentially one-person (hence, solitary and private) 
exercises in cognitive complexity. And here, of course, the aim is clarificatory. What 
each of these persons wants is a satisfactory solution to the problem he is addressing.
(31) With these last remarks, we touch again on the close relationship between 
cognitive and creativitv. Just as creativity is an activity that tends to go on either (a) in 
private, or (b) with the assistance of appropriate "task orientated" helpers, so also does 
cognitive complexity tend to proceed in similar fashion. More precisely, it is cognitive 
complexity of a clarificatory kind, and creativity of a truly productive/inspirational kind, 
that tend to proceeed in this essentially private and personal way. If people start getting 
cognitively complex in public (which usually means that they are getting cognitively 
complex with one another), the overall result tends to veer towards confusion, rather 
than clarity. At least in the long run. Similarly, it is well-known that creativity is much 
more of a private than a public activity. From time to time, one hears of "creative teams" 
being set up in the Arts and Sciences. But creativity itself tends to remain stubbornly 
located in the individual. It is individuals, not groups, that have bright ideas. The most 
that a group can do it to try to potentiate conditions under which individual creativitv will 
flourish.
(32) Even the existence of helpers does not invalidate the points that have just 
been made. Great artists and sculptors etc. have often had assistants to work on their 
paintings or sculptures or ballet productions of whatever. Great scientists and inventors 
have also had appropriately qualified assistants to help test out their ideas. But, in the 
domain of CREATIVITY, helpers have invariably acted in a largely subservient capacity. 
Normally, it is just a single person who has the creative vision, and the helpers exist 
only to facilitate the physical implementation of the vision. Similar remarks apply in the 
domain of COGNi riVE COMPLEXI I Y. Some typical examples that come to mind are 
the Urban Planner or the International Lawyer (who may have a substantial staff of 
helpers to assist with the achieving of some cognitively complex task), and the
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Entrepreneur who mobilises helpers to facilitate his various machinations and take-over 
bids. However, what is characteristic of examples like this is that the task of finding a 
solution is essentially still "driven" by a single person (the chief urban planner, the 
entrepreneur, etc.) who parcels out sub-tasks to helpers who will then tackle them and 
report back on them. So there is a sense in which even the presence of helpers does not 
repudiate the view that creativity and cognitive complexity are essentially one-person 
activities. This point can be reinforced by considering what happens in Governmental 
"Commissions of Enquiry", where some public figure (along with appointed helpers) is 
given a task of Chairing a committee of specialist advisers. This is usually a semi-public 
exercise in cognitive complexity which almost invariably tends towards confusion and 
inconclusiveness. Because of the disparate views and ideologies usually represented on 
such Commissions, the committee can often do little more than come up with vague 
formulae, and high-sounding forms of words, which lend themselves to a variety of 
different interpretations, and which may also gloss over certain major difficulties (to do 
with practical implementations, etc.) as well. There are consequently good reasons for 
believing that cognitive complexity of the effective/clarificatory kind is not the sort of 
activity that can readily go on in public.
(?3) Another important factor, in the kind of claiiflcaluiy cugiiiiivc complexity 
that is being discussed, is the factor of time. The cognitive complexity involved in 
writing a book, or composing a symphony or chess problem, is of a kind that can 
seldom be satisfactorily hurried. And so it is with major acts of creativity. At the risk of 
sounding trivial, activities of this kind take as long as they take, and not a second less. 
This is partly because the relevant considerations have to be allowed to emerge in their 
own time. And it is partly because the motivation for tasks of this nature is something 
that tends to come in fits and starts. Even if time is pressing, there will still be occasions 
on which the person concerned cannot bring himself to do any more work on the 
subject. In the case of cognitive complexity that involves helpers, things can sometimes 
be speeded up by the obvious expedient of employing more helpers (or getting the
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already-existing helpers to work harder). But, even here, there are limits to what can be 
done. The experienced entrepreneur never wants to make a take-over bid before he has 
had the time to "do his homework". And the professional urban planner never wants to 
present his plans until he has had the time to think the whole project through to his 
satisfaction.
(34) Since time is an important factor in both cognitive complexity and 
creativity, we are again compelled to think about the relationship and "over- lap" between 
these two differently-named fields of enquiry. Actually, this is one of the pieces of 
unfinished business in the present thesis. I do not pretend to be an expert on the 
theoretical and research literature on Creativity, but the following brief comments may 
indicate one way of exploring the matter further:
(a) Even a most cursory glance at the literature on Creativity shows that it is 
occupied with topics that have had little place in this thesis. It deals with 
such matters as trying to classify tvpes of creativity, trying to identify 
distinctive stages in the creative process (e.g preparation, incubation, 
illumination, and verification), trying to relate creativity to particular 
personality tests (e.g. tests of divergent tiiinkiug). It iouks ai me 
conditions under which creativity might be potentiated or inhibited, e.g. by 
social or cultural forces. It examines the personalities and upbringing and 
life-styles of well-known creative people. It looks at creativity in groups of 
people from young to old. It does this from a variety of different 
perspectives (psychology, psychoanalysis, phenomenology, biography, 
etc.). And so on. At the end of the day, however, when people ask what 
Creativity is, attention tends to get narrowed down to something like "the 
birth of new/novel ideas". Thus, even if we identify different stages such 
as preparation, incubation, illumination, and verification, it is illumination 
which is most clearly associated with what most people (professionals and
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non-professionals alike) mean by Creativity. It is as if there is a getting 
ready for the Creative Moment. Then there is the Creative Moment itself - 
the moment when new ideas suddenly appear in one’s consciousness. And 
then there is the often-hard work of trying to make something of the creative 
ideas that have appeared.
(b) If creativity is associated purelv with the birth of new ideas, there are quite 
alot of creative acts that call for almost no cognitive complexity at all. For 
example, there are "creative advertising agencies" that dream up new names, 
gimmiks, slogans, and products for their clients. Quink is suggested as a 
special new brand name for ink. Or someone invents a new shape (e.g. 
square) of potato crisp. Once ideas of this kind emerge, no cognitive 
complexity is required to work on them. Cognitive complexity may be 
involved in securing patent or trademark rights, and in planning the 
advertising campaign. But that is another matter and is not generally 
regarded as being a particularly creative endeavour.
(c) There are of course "one-off" bright ideas that are much less trivial than the 
square potato crisp. The invention of "cat’s eyes", fur helping muiorisis to 
drive in the dark, is one that comes to mind. We might also mention the 
(nameless) inventors of the wheel, of writing, and of knots. It seems to me 
that the having of novel ideas like these could be the sort of instantaneously 
creative act (a flash of insight) which involved the discoverer in no cognitive 
complexity at all. As before, cognitive complexity enters the picture only 
when people start trying to work out some possible consequences of their 
creative "Ah! Ha!" experience.
(d) One type of creative activity which clearly involves both "Ah! Ha!" 
experiences and the cognitively complex study of possible consequence is
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the type engaged in by people like Galileo, Newton, Einstein, Freud, and so 
on - innovators who effectively created whole new Systems of Thought. 
However, this sort of activity is not restricted to scientists. In painting the 
final version of Guernica, Picasso is said to have been influenced by over 
40 sketches that he had made previously. And 7 photographs were taken of 
the work as it progressed. What we have here, apparently, is the process of 
bringing forth a variety of ideas and considerations to do with the way that 
Guernica should be painted, followed by a bringing together of the most 
relevant-looking ideas and considerations in the final painting itself.
(e) Several other brief remarks need to be made. For example, I note that 
Creativity is sometimes conceived as a sort of almost-mystical affair - "a 
binding together of the primitive, irrational forces of the unconscious with 
the logical, rational, arid cognitive mechanisms of the conscious mind" (to 
quote just one well-known psycho-analytically orientated author). 
Cognitive complexity, as described in this thesis, is a much more prosaic 
business. In instances such as that of the Urban Planner or the 
Entrepreneur, it is the systematic attempt to solve difficult problems by the 
diligent application of method. Even more prosaic, pcilmps, is ilic cognitive 
complexity involved in planning a holiday abroad. There may well be dark 
un-conscious forces at work in both of these cases. But we have not found 
it necessary to introduce them into our analyses. And, in any event, no 
reference to magic or the unconscious is needed to elucidate the kind of 
cognitive complexity involved in first learning to cook, or to drive a car.
(f) The relationship between Creativity and Cognitive Complexity depends on 
the ways in which the two classes of phenomena are conceptualised. Since 
Creativity tends to be conceptualised in different ways by different writers, 
there is no way of arriving at any firm conclusion about the relationship or
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"degree of overlap". For example, some theorists seem to take the view that 
real creativity is something that cannot be generated by method. So any 
cognitive complexity (e.g. of the Urban Planner), that involves the 
determined application of method could not count (according to the "no 
method" view) as exemplifying creativity. On the other hand, cognitively 
complex people like Urban Planners are "bringing something new" into 
existence (e.g. a new town which will have the kinds of facilities that 
inhabitants are supposed to need). So the activities of the Urban Planner do 
count as creative under the definition, cited earlier, of Frank Barron. What 
is needed, perhaps, is a much clearer conceptual analysis of creativity. 
Meanwhile, we have pointed out one area of difference that seems to be 
common to manv current conceptualisations. Whereas researchers into 
Creativity focus largely on the "giving birth to new ideas", our own 
conceptualisation of Cognitive Complexity gives equal emphasis to the 
process of doing something worthwhile with the new ideas. Among other 
things, we have spoken of the frequent need for analogical reasoning (as an 
idea-generating method). We have spoken of such matters, seeing- 
the-wood-for-the-trees, and of trying to maintain good overall control over 
the often proliferating considerations that need tu be taken into aeeuum. We 
shall later be mentioning additional factors, such as the usefulness of 
"recursive" and "systematic" thinking, and the preservation of corrigibility 
in one's thought processes. In all these ways, our emphasis differ from that 
of most current and past writers on Creativity. But a final verdict will not 
be possible until further conceptual analyses have been carried out.
(35) There is just one further example of cognitive complexity that needs to be 
mentioned in the present context. It regularly and inevitably involves the presence of 
helpers, and it is sufficiently important to warrant separate discussion, because it is to do 
with Teaching and Training. Teachers and Trainers are of course in the business of
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trying to transmit knowledge and skills. And this involves at least two kinds of 
cognitive complexity - the cognitive complexity inherent in the subject matter itself 
(physics, chemistry, chess, tennis, rally driving, or whatever), and the cognitive 
complexity involved in trying to get the subject matter across to uninformed (and 
possibly uninterested) students. In the teacher-pupil relationship, the teacher is in 
possession of a body of knowledge which may call for considerable application and 
effort on the part of the would-be learner. A body of knowledge such as physics is one 
that can be acquired only as a result of bringing a large number of initially-unfamiliar 
considerations to bear upon a wide range of circumstances. This necessitates cognitively 
complex thinking on the part of the pupil. The task of the teacher is to make these 
considerations and circumstances accessible to the pupil, by introducing them in 
comparatively easy-to-grasp and motivating ways. This, in fact, is what "Educational 
Technology" is basically all about. If the process of subject-matter simplification can be 
achieved in a way which captures the pupil's interest and attention, then the teacher is the 
cognitively complex person who is "in the driving seat", and the pupil is the willing 
accomplice or helper in the joint enterprise of knowledge transmission. It is beyond the 
scope of this thesis to consider the educational implications of a study of cognitive 
complexity. But it seems likely that a deeper educationally-orientated study of the 
phenomenon would yield useful results. Among other things, a study of cugnUivc 
complexity might help to explain why some pupils (even pupils of high I.Q.) find it so 
hard to grasp certain kinds of subject matter. It might also help to explain why the 
teacher's best efforts to simplify such subject matters so often meet with failure. In this 
connection, we have already mentioned the hazards and confusions that can occur when 
two or more people (e.g. a teacher and his pupils) start to get cognitively complex with 
one another. We have also mentioned the importance of time in bringing cognitively 
complex thinking to a successful conclusion. If teachers are given too large a curriculum 
to get through, shortage of time wiU almost guarantee that certain pupils will fail to carry 
through their cognitively complex thought processes to the kind of successful conclusion 
that (say) the formal examination system requires.
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(36) The 35 sections that have just been written are not by any means a 
complete account of the numerous ideas and "leads" that I managed to cull from the 30 
groups that I studied. Some additional material will be presented later. Meanwhile, the 
35 sections do constitute a fairly coherent and self-contained set of ideas. They also 
have the advantage of being easily relatable to the prior account of the discussion on poor 
performers. So the reader should not have to much difficulty in seeing how the contents 
of the 35 sections.suggested themselves. No doubt other researchers would have 
noticed somewhat different things. Since the objective of the exercise was conceptual 
clarification, what got noticed by me was very much determined by my own conceptual 
progress at the time. After reading through the 35 sections that have just been presented, 
readers must judge for themselves whether or not they consider the exercise to have been 
worthwhile. So far as I am concerned, I felt that the study had very much enriched my 
understanding of how cognitive complexity might be best conceptualised and researched.
(37) For me, the overall study was helpful even in comparatively small ways. 
For example, the first instance of cognitive complexity that I was able to potentiate was 
in respect of environmental conservation. The second was to do with capital punishment 
for terrorists. These experiences immediately called attention to the inadequacy of trying 
(in the manner cf Lichtenbcrg and Ilcck) to restrict the nutiun uf cognitive complexity to 
the domain of interpersonal perception. Another point that struck me most forcibly was 
the impoverished nature of attempts to comprehend cognitive complexity in terms of 
"stimulus dimensions" and "multi-dimensional information processing". As I 
witnessed, again and again, the babble of confusion that so often characterises informal 
gatherings, I was further struck by the fact that "more dimensions of meaning" does not 
necessarily mean "more accurate thinking", or more "clarification". All too often, it just 
means chaos. But this seriously undermines suggestions (by researchers like Bieri) that 
a person who has more dimensions of judgement, forjudging other people, is somehow 
likely to be superior to a person who has fewer dimensions of judgement. The superior 
judge is not necessarily the person who has "the most" dimensions of judgement - i.e. as
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many dimensions as are necessary to arrive at an accurate assessment of another person, 
and no more. The point to be noticed is this. A person who has "more" dimensions of 
judgement may well be able to say "more" things about other people than someone who 
has fewer dimensions of judgement. So his evaluations of other people may well look 
(and be) more sophisticated. But greater sophistication does not imply greater accuracy. 
Who is to say what an accurate assessment would be of President Reagan, or Freud, or 
(for that matter) one's own next-door neighbour? And are we reallv being cognitively 
complex when we make snap multi-dimensional judgements of other people? Or is it 
rather the case that we are exhibiting what has become for us a fairly automatic skill? 
The more closely one looks into questions of this kind, the more doubts one begins to 
have about the views and approaches of theorists and researchers like Bieri.
(38) Enough has been said, perhaps, to convince the reader that the 30 groups 
produced some quite radical shifts in my thinking about cognitive complexity. In effect, 
there was a dual process going on - an undermining and destroying of old ideas (the 
conventional wisdom), and the creating of new ideas to take place. In section 37,1 listed 
a few of the ways in which my experience with the groups led me to chip away at 
assumptions deeply embedded in the mainstream literature. But there were other doubts 
and misgivings as well. For example, I became increasingly awaic uf iuc favL ihal the 
customary methodologv of experimentation in this area was highly suspect. It is simply 
not possible to potentiate cognitive complexity, in any significant form, by getting people 
to answer simple questionnaire-type questions, or by getting them to express preferences 
with respect to (say) works of art, or by inviting them to cluster the nations of the world 
into different groupings. So, as my doubts about the traditional approach increased, so 
also did my confidence in the replacement ideas that were suggesting themselves. I think 
I can therefore claim, with some assurance, that my study of the 30 groups provided a 
strong empirical basis for the re-conceptualisation presented in chapter 4.
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Some Follow-Up Findings
There is just one final matter that calls for extended comment, and it concerns 
the follow-up dialogues that I had with Mark. As indicated earlier in the chapter, the 
design of my protocols explicitly made provision for the making of follow-up checks on 
points and issues of interest. One such follow-up was my ancillary investigation of 
so-called "serious" debates in the mass media. Most other follow-ups were of a 
comparatively minor kind, involving little more than speaking to members of gatherings 
after the event to ask then what they meant by such-and-such, or how they felt about 
so-and-so. But my follow-up enquiries with Mark were of a much more substantial 
kind. Over a period of several months, we met in his office (just the two of us) and 
talked for an hour or two about a variety of topics, mostly of a wide-ranging 
(psychological, socio-economic, technological, political, and moralistic) kind. There 
was no formal agenda. We simply chatted over coffee with a view to my getting a better 
insight into the unusually interesting kind of cognitive complexity that Mark so regularly 
seemed to display. For his part, Mark seemed entirely happy just to have someone to 
talk to in a serious way because, like myself, he found most social chit-chat rather 
superficial and dogmatic in content.
As a result of these dialogues (some of which I tape recorded, with his prior 
permission), and as a result of hearing his talk from time to time with other people as 
well, I gathered what seemed to me to be a rich crop of rather tantalising insights into the 
nature of his distinctive way of thinking.
(a) First of all, I noticed that he had what I can only describe as a "recursive" 
or "iterative" way of thinking - a way of thinking which refused to accept arbitrary 
starting points (for often-intricate chains of reasoning), and which was forever raising 
questions which most other people would take for granted. For example, if someone 
remarked that a railway hne was being closed in the North of England because it was no
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longer making money, Mark would say something like, "Ah! But the question of 
whether a line makes money depends on how the money gets distributed in the first 
place. If the Government creates large pools of unemployment in some area of the 
country, railways are obviously going to be less used. Apart from the fact that people 
don't have money to pay for train fares, they don't have any jobs to commute to." Mark 
would then go on to point out numerous "knock-on" consequences, almost all of an 
adverse kind, that were likely to follow the closure of railway facilities (leading, in some 
cases, to the progressive isolation and running down and demise of entire working class 
communities). He would also contrast this state of affairs with the millions of pounds 
being spent on the development of high-speed air-conditioned railway trains for business 
executives. "It's always been possible to cream a bit more money off the well-paid 
executive. But, if you want to make savings with the poor, you have to cut back on 
their facilities - e.g. by closing down their main means of transport, or by herding them 
into fewer trains...."
(b) Again, if someone suggested that unemployment might be a major cause of 
teenage crime, Mark would raise questions as to whv unemployment seems to be so 
unacceptable, psychologically, to so many teenagers. Did they not have the inner 
resources to enjoy the luxury of not having to take dreary jobs? Had the educational 
system let them down? Had society conditioned teenagers into believing that they were 
"no damned good" unless they could afford to buy the goodies that are constantly being 
displayed in mass media advertisements?
(c) Another example of Mark's thinking arose when he was asked if he had 
any ideas on how to control one's emotions. He began with the remark that, for most 
people, their emotions were their control systems - so the question was a bit like asking 
how we can control that which controls us. He then went on to say "I wonder what it is 
that makes people angry in the first place, and then experience the pain of anger which 
then makes them want to control themselves. What is it that makes people brutal, and
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then want to cultivate compassion?" This was followed by further remarks about the 
difference between control and understanding, and the difficulties that many people seem 
to have in even understanding why they are angry. "What happens is that people get into 
a state of increasing frustration, and then there is some "last straw" effect that makes 
them blow up. They might explode, for example, because their soup is too hot - but that 
isn't the real reason for their anger at all. To go into this question properly, I think we 
would have to look at the nature and origins and consequences of frustration - the desire 
to struggle with situations that one doesn't like, and the condemnation that arises in us 
when we meet resistances...." Mark then proceeded to spend the next half-hour 
elaborating on the problem of frustration.
(d) What is characteristic of each of the last three examples (railways, teenagers, 
emotion) is that they all induced Mark to start digging much more deeply into what might 
be called "the more basic reasons" for the events/phenomena under discussion. To many 
people, the fact that a railway line was losing money would be an entirely adequate 
reason, in their minds, for closing it. Not so with Mark. In this and all other matters, he 
was constantly striving to look behind the superficial appearances and explanations - 
always wanting to ask more questions and search for deeper causative factors. It was 
interesting, also, that Mark seldom came up with what often seemed to me to be the most 
obvious talking points. For example, it might be pointed out that, if railways are to be 
closed when they stop making money, then facilities such as public libraries and police 
forces and armies might be cut back or disbanded for similar reasons. But Mark's 
analyses always seemed to proceed at a much deeper level that that. He was always in 
the business of trying to find out, rather than score easy debating points. Where other 
people saw significance, he tended to see triviality. And where other people saw 
triviality, he tended to see significance.
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(e) In making these remarks about Mark's way of thinking and talking, I am not 
wanting to press the claim that his analyses were necessarily always correct or 
"superior". But it is surely safe to say (i) that they were substantially more penetrating 
than those of most other people, and (ii) that they generally took account of a much 
wider range of considerations. In other words, his analyses seemed to range both wide 
and deep. Another characteristic of his thinking is that he was always able to elaborate 
on any point on which he was challenged. This was in fact the feature of his thinking 
which most convinced me of its authenticity. If people are coming out with 
unusual-looking analyses which they have adopted form other sources (books, or 
religious sects, for example), there will be limits to their ability to elaborate in extenso on 
certain points of difficulty. What they are able to say will be limited to what they have 
read or heard. No such limitations were even apparent in Mark's case. In addition to 
being able to elaborate on any point that I took up with him, he could just as easily 
elaborate on the elaborations as well! One of the great difficulties, in fact, was bringing 
serious conversations with him to a close. One felt that he could go on talking 
indefinitely about certain topics - and always in his distinctively original-way.
(f) When a person habitually comes up with original and high-quality remarks 
and analyses, one naturally wonders where they came from. As I got to know Mark 
better, I discovered that he had, over a period of some 10-15 years, developed an 
entirely different World View - a new ontology and epistemology, and the rudiments of a 
new cosmology as well, that were all distinctively his own creation. It was this that first 
called my attention to the possible significance, in effective or "clarificatory" cognitive 
complexity, of independence of thought (and, once again, this latter notion is never far 
removed from the notion of creativity). Almost every topic that I took up with Mark was 
given some radically unexpected "gloss" by him. From time to time he lost me, because 
I simply did not have the range of concepts that was in his possession.
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(g) Another interesting feature of Mark's thinking was its seeming impartiality 
and open-endedness. When talking with him, it was very rare to hit upon a topic that he 
could not at once start talking about in an interesting and coherent way. And yet I never 
received anything that felt like a pre-packaged or dogmatic reply. In every case, an 
attempt was made to think the topic through, as if from first principles. Humility and 
patience were two additional features of Mark's approach. There was never any hint of 
arrogance or showing off of the "I-already-know-the-answer-to-this-one" kind. Instead, 
there was a genuine desire to probe into the topic from the standpoint of one who "didn't 
really know" the answer at first, but who would like to discover more about its 
ramifications. Patience manifested itself in the unhurried and detailed way in which he 
tried to come to grips with problems of interest. And he would often correct himself as 
he went along, saying things like, "No, what I said just now can't be quite right because 
of...." This led me to notice another recurring feature of his thinking - an abiding 
concern with corrigibility. At all stages of his reasoning, he seemed to be mentally on 
the alert for possible mistakes in his reasoning. It was Mark who first convinced me that 
it was possible to have cognitively complex thinking of an authentically truth-seeking 
kind.
(h) At the very heart of Mark's world view was his conviction, well worked 
out, that all the major problems of the world stemmed from what he described as 
"communicational incompetence". This sometimes led to quite heated exchanges with 
his academic colleagues. Someone would say, "The problems in this Faculty are not 
communicational, but are due to a straightforward clash of interests." There is just 
£10,000 in the research kitty for the coming year, and there are 4 groups who each want 
£4,000. There is no communicational problem there, because everyone knows exactly 
what the problem is." To this, Mark might reply, "Yes, I agree that the problem that you 
are now confronting looks like a straightforward clash of interests. But don't you see 
that this clash of interests would never have arisen unless there had been a prior history 
of inept communication, inducing expectations in people that cannot now be fulfilled?
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And don't you also see that if you had more communicational competence, the parcelling 
out of the £10,000 would not be such an emotionally draining task?"
(i) One consequence of Mark's emphasis on communicational competence was 
that it put him very much at odds with what he would sometimes describe as "our 
rewards and punishments society". He would say things like, "Look, I tell my son that I 
will buy him a car if he passes his next batch of examinations. What he hears, however, 
is that he won't get a car unless he manages to meet my aspirations for him. But that's 
not the worst of it. What sort of relationship do I have with my son, if I am in a position 
to buy him a car that he wants, but refuse to do so unless he pleases me?"
(j) It would take far too long to enumerate the many other examples that I 
received of Mark's original way of thinking. Mark used to denv that he was being 
cognitively complex when he embarked on one original analysis after another. But this 
is because he had what was for him a very clear generative basis (a generative basis 
grounded in his world view) for thinking in the way that he did. It was this generative 
basis that constituted the "system" behind his thinking. People who have no generative 
basis for dealing with particular problems can still be "systematic" (e.g. orderly and tidy) 
in the way in which they try to identify crucial factors, etc. But svstemic thinking is 
qualitatively different insofar as it implies the underlying presence of a coherent and 
informing System of Thought. At times, it was quite an extraordinary experience to 
listen to Mark. For example, he once launched into a series of speculations about the 
cosmology that might have been developed by humans, if their sensory equipment had 
been similar to that of bats. Could an intelligent bat, who was truly blind, ever come to 
think that there was a sun surrounded by planets? And what sort of time sense would an 
intelligent bat have? Would it, for example, live in a restrictive world of "whens" and 
"untüs"?
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It will no doubt be apparent to the reader that these follow-up dialogues with 
Mark enriched still further my thinking about cognitive complexity. First and foremost, 
they called my attention, in a quite forcible way, to the enormous gulf that can exist 
between cognitively complex thinking of the clarificatorv kind, and cognitively complex 
thinking of a "confusional" kind. Although Mark was in some respects unlike any other 
thinker I had met, it takes only one person (and this is the point that matters) to 
demonstrate the possibilitv of really high-powered systemic reasoning. What I 
witnessed in Mark was thinking of a genuinely truth-seeking kind - a diligent application 
of investigative reasoning which was always aimed at clarification, rather than (say) the 
need to show off or score easy points. In comparison, the kind of thinking that one sees 
in informal groups, and in mass media debates, seems very superficial indeed. Using 
Mark as a yardstick, I was able for the first time to take seriously the view that what 
passes as cognitive complexity in informal gatherings and mass media debates is, to a 
large extent, a kind of cognitive perplexitv - a sort of airing and acting out of personal 
confusions that arise as a result of people discovering that others do not agree with them.
Finally, it was Mark who reinforced my growing conviction that a very different 
kind of methodologv is required for the systematic study of cognitive complexity - 
especially cognitive complexity of the clarificatory (truth-seeking) kind. By its very 
nature, the type of thinking exhibited by Mark requires time, and an encouraging 
environment, in which to manifest itself. This being so, the experimental study of 
cognitive complexity must provide these conditions. This is an appropriate topic to 
broach in the next chapter, in the context of a discussion of further experiments that I 
carried out.
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CHAPTER 6
THE METHODOLOGTCAL CHATJ.ENQE
Methodologv and its derivation
Towards the end of chapter 4, in the section on Research Implications, I 
remarked that one hallmark of a good scientific definition is "its ability to suggest 
promising-looking research projects, along with an appropriate methodology for 
pursuing such projects".
When I made that remark, I did not at the time elaborate on the relationship 
between finding a topic, and choosing an appropriate methodology. Neither did I 
elaborate on the more general relationship that definitions and methodologies bear to 
researchers’ overall conceptualisation of the subject matter concerned. Even so, my 
remark seems fairly non-controversial. If we take Barron's (1953) definition of what he 
refers to as possible "Complexity - Simplicity Dimension of Personality", we find him 
tentatively defining this as:
" a bipolar factor which opposes a preference for
perceiving and dealing with complexity to a preference for 
perceiving and dealing with simplicity, when both of these 
alternatives are phenomenally present (e.g. in a given 
visual field) and when a choice must be made between 
them."
Because of the emphasis that Barron gives ( both in the above passage and 
elsewhere in the same paper), to such words as 'perceiving' and 'dealing with' and 
'preference' and 'choice', it therefore comes as no surprise to see him employing the 
Barron-Welsh Art Scale as his primary methodological instrument. The Barron-Welsh 
Art Scale was explicitly designed for experimental situations in which subjects are
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required to look at (i.e. perceivel pictures and to deal with them in ways which reveal 
certain preferences or choices.
Similar remarks apply to Scott and Bieri and later workers. Since Scott (1962) 
defined cognitive complexity as being "the number of independent dimensions - worth of 
concepts the individual brings to bear in describing a particular domain of phenomena", 
it was entirely appropriate for him to examine the different ways in which his subjects 
classified given entities (such as the Nations of the World) into groups. As in the case of 
Barron, his choice of methodology was wholly consistent with the definition that he 
opted for.
It is worth emphasing, however, that my remark in chapter 4 spoke only of the 
ability of a good definition to suggest an appropriate methodology. Definitions of 
phenomena as complex and wide-ranging as cognitive complexity (or intelligence, or 
creativity, etc.), even when accompanied by extended elucidations of their intended 
meaning, can never do more than suggest or indicate or "point towards" a possible class 
of methodological approaches - namely, that class which seems to be conversant with the 
definitions being offered. The researcher still has to make a choice as to which of 
several possible methodologies he will use. And, although he may not realise it at the 
time, his choice of methodology will eventually (i.e. via the research findings that 
emerge) influence the ways in which the original conceptualisations and definitions get 
refined. In other words, the processes of conceptualising and defining influence (but do 
not uniquely determine) the research methodology that gets used. And the findings that 
result from the application of the chosen methodology, will in due course react back to 
influence (but again not uniquely), the nature and direction of further conceptualisations 
and definitions.
At first sight, this way of proceeding might seem to be quite unexceptionable - 
almost inevitable, in fact. A research topic is named, a bit of conceptualising and
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defining is done, a suitable looking methodology is chosen, results come in and get 
translated into "findings". And these are later written up in professional journals for 
subsequent workers to build upon or tangle with. The problem, however, is that this 
way of proceeding leaves far too much to chance. Too much is left implicit or unsaid "in 
the air". Too much is left unexplained or unjustified. Above all, there are too many 
opportunities for the making of sub-optimal decisions, and for the overlooking (or 
glossing, or sloughing aside) of matters of importance - i.e. matters that need to be dealt 
with rather carefully, if research is to proceed in an orderly and non-arbitrary way.
Suppose, for example, that a researcher were to define some phenomena in a 
way which ideally calls for the use of George Kelly's Repertory Grid Technique. 
Suppose, also, that the researcher knows very little about this particular technique, so 
that he is either (a) unaware of its relevance and superiority, or (b) unable or unwilling to 
try to master the Grid Technique within the time at his disposal. The chances are that he 
will adopt, as his main investigative instrument, a technique or methodology that he is 
conversant with - e.g. Guttman Scales, Likert-Scales, Paired Comparisons, or 
Osgood-type "Semantic Differential" Scales. So, if he happens to be particularly 
experienced in the construction of Semantic Differential Scales, the likelihood is that he 
will adopt a Semantic Differential Methodology, rather than a Repertory Grid 
Methodology. And he will do this notwithstanding the fact that it may not be the best 
tool for the job.
The adoption of a sub-optimal methodology might not, at first glance, seem to 
be a major cause for concern. After all, an expert in Repertory Grid Methodology could 
always come along, at some later stage, and try to rectify matters by using his preferred 
methodology. But appearances can be deceptive. The trouble is that, by the time the 
new expert arrives at the scene, the prior application of (say) the Semantic Differential 
Methodology will already have given research in the area a gentle (and no doubt 
inadvertent) push in the wrong direction. Among other things, certain slightly -
173
misdirective results (e.g. correlations that are significant, but not as high as might be 
expected) will have become enshrined in the research literature. And certain theoretical 
terms will have been given nuances which "tailor" them to the data obtained, and which 
in consequence help to conceal the sub-optimality of the Semantic Differential approach. 
This will in turn give the impression that the Repertory Grid expert is doing something 
different, rather than something better.
The central difficulty is the one that was mentioned three paragraphs back. In 
psychological research as a whole, there are too many opportunities for compromises, 
evasions, sub-optimal decisions, and (most insidious of all) a "mutual tailoring" of 
theoretical concepts and methodology and empirical data. In practice - and this is what 
matters - what a researcher does will depend largely on such factors as the time and the 
resources that he has at his disposal, the kinds of subjects that he has ready (e.g. 
cheap/captive) access to, and so on. The "resources" available to a researcher will 
include such things as data collecting equipment, appropriate laboratory or field 
conditions, guidance from other people, facilities for analysing data, and (in addition) 
such personal attributes as his own knowledge and ability and perceptiveness and 
motivational drive. Lack of the appropriate time or knowledge or motivation or guidance 
or equipment or subjects, etc. can gll bias and (hence) limit the validity of the results that 
researchers obtain.
What is at stake, then, is not iust a matter of choosing an inferior methodology. 
Rather, it is a matter of whole projects proceeding (perhaps through lack of time and 
essential resources) under possibly sub-optimal conditions, and under the guidance of 
subjective judgements and taken-for-granted assumptions which never get talked about 
in the final write-up, and which (if they were talked about) might well cast serious doubt 
on the validity of the findings. Logically, there are two kinds of mistakes that 
researchers can make. They can either (a) fail to uncover findings which need to be 
uncovered (and which, given a different approach, are in fact capable of being
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uncovered). Or they can (b) come up with findings which, because of the 
partially-faulty reasoning involved, seem to be more valid than they really are.
In saying this, I might appear to be saying little more than what every 
psychological researcher already knows - namely, that psychological research is full of 
pitfalls and is therefore difficult to do well. However, there is one matter that I am here 
wanting to single out as being of special importance. It is something of a "taboo" topic 
within the community of psychological researchers, because it is concerned with the way 
in which the failure to do things well gets systematically suppressed in the professional 
research literature.
One occasionally reads research papers in which the author is refreshingly frank 
about the difficulties that he encountered, or the loose ends that he has left, or the 
problematic assumptions he had to make, or the possible weaknesses in the methodology 
that he chose, etc. But there are obvious limits to the number of admissions of this kind 
that can be made in a single paper. Confessions of inadequacy, if too abundant or too 
highly emphasised, merely ensure that the paper never gets published! For example, I 
cannot recall ever having read a scientific paper in which the author admitted that he was 
not really competent to cope with matters of crucial importance to his argument. Writers 
occasionally admit to not knowing certain things, or having to take professional advice 
on such matters as the statistical analyses that they conducted. But they invariably go 
on, almost in the same breath, to explain that such deficiencies in no way invalidate their 
main conclusions.
At the end of the day, when the research is completed and the write-up appears 
in print, the impression that readers usually get is that of a piece of research which was
(a) handled in a competent (or even exemplary) manner, and (b) conducted under 
conditions in which everything ran comparatively smoothly. Among other things, the 
experimenter seems to have had a basically sound idea, an appropriate way of
175
conceptualising it, adequate time (and money, and laboratory/field conditions etc.) to do 
what he wanted to do, a suitable sample of subjects to work on, the right methodology 
and equipment etc., the competence and facilities to apply the methodology effectively, 
and the ability to carry through the requisite analyses and interpretation to a successful 
conclusion.
Occasionally, a few 'setbacks' do get mentioned. For example, a researcher 
might report some finding that he was not expecting, and which seems to run counter to 
the general drift of his argument. But, even here, considerable kudos seems to attach to 
researchers who are able to "explain away" awkward results in ingenious ways. The 
overall effect of such writing is to convey an image of research which is fundamentally 
sound and worthwhile, both in its conception and its execution. Nothing seems to have 
gone seriously wrong, and there do not seem to be any worrying disparities between the 
way in which the topic needed to be researched, and the way in which it actually was 
researched.
Barron's Methodologv and Terminologv Revisited
If we read Barron's own (1953) account of how he came to posit the possible 
existence of a "Complexity-Simplicity Dimension of Personality", we learn that the idea 
first occurred to him in the context of research that he was conducting (along with a 
colleague by the name of G.S.Welsh), in the general area of "perceptual preference". 
The original experiment (by Welsh) was one in which each subject was presented with 
several hundred line drawings in black ink and on 3" x 5" cards. The cards were 
presented one at a time and, for each drawing in turn, the subject was asked to say 
whether he liked it or not. The drawings were thus sorted into just two piles (the liked 
and the not-liked) according to the preferences that the subject expressed.
176
Over-generalised use of the word 'perception'
Experiments on perceptual preference can range over all the senses (sight,
hearing, smell, taste, touch ). And, within any given sensory domain, these are
what some psychologists describe as ancillary "stimulus classes". The sense of sight 
provides the greatest number of ancillary stimulus classes - enabling experimenters to 
establish "perceptual preferences" for paintings, sculpture, children's doodlings, 
geometric figures, poetry, architecture, and so on.
For any chosen stimulus class, the methodologv can, within limits, vary. For 
example, drawings may be presented to subjects one at a time, as in the Welsh text. Or 
they may be presented as an arrav (two or more at a time), to see which of several items 
the subject likes best. Alternatively, subjects might be invited to rank order a whole set 
of pictures in rough order of preference. Or they might be asked to divide them into 
groups, according to stated likes and dislikes, or to assign them to points on (say) a sort 
preference scale (e.g. running from "like-very-much" to "dislike-very-much"). In some 
cases, subjects might be asked to give reasons for their preferences. In other cases, the 
reasons might simply be inferred. If a set of paintings includes a number of still-life 
pictures of flowers in vases, and if a subject asserts that he does not like any of them, it 
is probably safe to infer (without explicitly checking on the matter),that drawings of this 
kind do not particularly appeal to him.
The methodological devices just described can be utilised over a whole range of 
perceptual situations. As already indicated, the visual modality provides the widest 
range of possibilities. (By contrast, there are much greater limits to what can be done in 
respect of, say, preference for odours.) Perhaps it should also be noticed that 
experiments in perceptual preference can range simultaneously over several sensory 
domains - as in the case of drama or ballet or opera, where performances can provide a 
whole variety of likes and dislikes with respect to such matters as sight and sound and
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mode and standard of presentation.
For the sake of completeness, let us also notice that "perceptual preference" is 
for some psychologists a catch-all heading which can be used to cover perceptual 
experiences of virtually any kind. Investigations into preferences for danger (as opposed 
to safety), preferences for particular ideologies or belief systems (political, religious, 
economic, or whatever), preferences for certain kinds of strategic (e.g. military or 
commercial) plans, preferences for authoritarianism rather than permissiveness, 
preferences for particular kinds of sensory experience, preference for particular kinds of 
people or pets, preference for certain Rorschach Ink Blots, âll qualify as "Experiments in 
Perceptional Preference - notwithstanding the fact that there is nothing obviously 
perceptual about (say) beliefs and ideologies. Unlike pictures and smells which can be 
perceived through our senses, beliefs and ideologies are the sorts of experiential entities 
that it would seem better to describe as "cognised". People do indeed talk about the way 
in which they perceive certain kinds of beliefs and ideologies, etc. But this use of the 
word 'perceive' is manifestly different from (and more general than) the kind of usage 
which is restricted to the perception of sights, sounds, smells, tastes and touches.
Over-generalised use of the word 'preference'
Having expressed doubts about characterising Barron's work as being in the 
domain of perceptual preference, let us now voice a few misgivings about the word 
'preference'. If we read Barron's (1953) paper as a totality, we find it consistently 
urging the view that some people - either by nature, or by virtue of their parental 
upbringing - really âTê more complicated (in the sorts of ways that Barron describes) 
than others. But, as Barron gradually piles up more and more correlational data in 
support of this view, the tendency towards complexity (or simplicity) begins to look less 
and less like a preference, and more and more like a case of inevitabilitv.
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If a person has arthritis in his legs, it would be odd to say that he has "a 
preference" for walking with a limp. It is rather the case that he either (a) cannot avoid 
limping, or (b) can walk in a natural-looking way only by making a concerted (and 
possibly painful) effort to conceal his arthritic condition. By the same token, a person 
who is ambitious or envious can hardly be described as exhibiting "a preference" for 
getting on, or for coveting what other people have. It is more a case of his being in the 
grip of urges and dispositions which he can, at best, only partially conceal.
Similar observations apply to Barron's conceptualisation of the complex person. 
For example, he makes a sustained attempt to relate what he describes as a "preference 
for Complexity" to certain difficulties (including oral fixation) that the complex person 
might have experienced in early childhood. At one point Barron speculates on the way 
in which complexity might be related to early oral deprivation.
Now it seems to me that if these difficulties of infancy and early childhood really 
do have the effect that Barron is attributing to them, they are doing more than building 
up, in the child, a "preference" for complexity. Rather, they are making sure that the 
child ends up growing into a complex person.
The point to be noted is, that the use of the word 'preference' is inappropriate in 
cases where one's whole psychological constitution, virtually rules out the possibility of 
acting in alternative ways. For example, it makes little sense to say that Jews have 'a 
preference' for belief in God, or that acknowledging God is 'a preference' for believing 
Jews. In both cases, the word 'preference' is important being the alternative (belief in 
God, and believing Jews), but its use is inappropriate when discussing Judaism, where 
there is no alternative but to believe in God. Another example, is that a person might 
have a slight preference for dry wine, as opposed to medium-dry wine. He might have a 
strong preference for blondes, as opposed to brunettes. In which case there is very little
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chance that he will ever 'prefer* a brunette - in other words, there is no alternative 
because of this psychological disposition towards blondes.
At this point, it is important to say, that although it is possible to argue at length 
about the appropriateness or otherwise of Barron's (1953) use of words such as 
'perception' and 'preference' in his experimental methodology, it was a pioneering study 
in the cognitive complexity field. If we follow Barron's reasoning, we find that the main 
taken-for-granted assumption is that people who show certain kinds of "perceptual 
preference" on the picture test that he developed with Welsh, are people who can, by 
virtue of that fact alone, be legitimately categorized as complex. There is no lack of 
explictness on Barron's part with respect to this particular experiment. For example, 
when reporting how he has written up his data he says:
"..............................  we shall adopt two conventions,
one with regard to the scale and the other with regard to the 
designation of the Ss. The Barron-Welsh Art Scale will 
hereafter be referred to as a measure of the variable 
'Complexity', since it is that feature of the scale which is 
of interest here, and since the scale is so scored that 
preferences like those of artists (hence, preference for the 
complex) earn S a high score, while preferences like those 
of people in general ^.e. preference for the simple) earn a 
low score. The designation 'Complex person' and 'Simple 
person' will be employed to indicate a modal high scorer 
and a modal low scorer, respectively on this particular 
test."
Again, in his summary of his overall findings on Complexity, Barron says that 
he "notes" a pattern of relationship to it:
"1. It is related positively to personal tempo, verbal 
fluency, impulsiveness, and expansiveness.
2. It is related negatively in one sample of naturalness, 
like ability, lack of deceitfulness, adjustment, and 
abundance values, but in other samples a revised 
form of the measure shows no significant 
relationship to these variables, so that the finding 
must await further checking before being credited.
3. It is related positively to originality, good taste, and 
artistic expression, and its revised form in two other 
samples shows significant positive correlations with 
intellect, sense of humor, breadth of interest and
5.
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cathexis of intellectual activity (none of which were 
significantly related to it in the first sample).
It is related positively to sensuality, sentience, 
esthetic interest, effeminacy, and feminity in men.
It is related negatively to rigidity and constriction.
6. It is related negatively to control of impulse and to 
breakdown of repression.
7. It is related negatively to political-economic 
conservation, to subservience to authority, to 
ethnocentrism, and to social conformity.
8. It is related positively to independence of 
judgement."
Barron's summary can be described as explicit tempered with an air of caution 
in certain cases. However, his endeavours at being explicit in the reporting of his 
research findings, does little to justify why he was content to adopt what can only be 
called a £ub-optimal methodology. Barron's findings on Complexity would have been 
more credible had he based his research on a methodology which allowed his subjects to 
.exhibit their cognitive complexity, instead of forcing them into a situation where they had 
to make a 'preference' or choice.
The Need for an Explicit Methodologv
All scientific research proceeds under the determining influence of assumptions 
which vary in explicitness and validity. In literature on the methodology of the 
behavioural sciences, a great deal has been said on the subject of validity (and on the 
related topic of reliability). Much less has been said about explicitness. And yet it is 
fairly obvious that if a researcher is not explicit about certain aspects of what he is doing 
- if, for example, he is not clear about the way in which he is defining his terms, or the 
theory he is subscribing to, or the background assumptions that guide his experimental 
design and analysis, or the rationale for interpreting (and/or speculating about) his results 
in the way that he does - then there are bound to be question marks with regard to the 
overall validity of his work. In this sense, explicitness is an important pre-condition of
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validity.
"Total" explicitness is not possible
At the same time, it needs to be noticed that there is no such thing as "total" 
explicitness in matters relating to definition of theory. If we wish to be explicit about 
(say) our conceptualisation of cognitive complexity, we have to use words and 
explanations which in their turn may need to be made more explicit. Since these 
additional words may also be in need of further clarification, there may be no end to the 
process. In any event, it is obvious that each new demand for greater explicitness will, 
if acceded to, extend the exposition, until it finally becomes too lengthy to be acceptable 
for publication.
In practice, researchers are always obliged to compromise on the matter of 
explicitness. Typically, they will try to be explicit about some aspects of their work 
(e.g. those aspects which they think their readers might misconstrue, or to be uncertain 
about). And the rest of their work will proceed on the basis of assumptions which they 
feel can be taken-for-granted, either (a) because it would take up too much space to go 
into them, or (b) because the assumptions in question strike them as being uncontentious 
(or, at the very least, uncontentious to the specialist target audience that they are 
addressing). This state of affairs can naturally give rise to further misgivings about 
validity. If a research paper seems to have been influenced by certain assumptions that 
the researcher omits to mention, we cannot be sure whether the researcher has (a) failed 
even to consider them, or (b) consider them (possibly at some length), but did not deem 
it worthwhile to mention the fact in his write-up.
How, then, can a researcher draw the line between (a) being too explicit, and (b) 
being not explicit enough? To some extent, the answer to this question is governed by 
already-existing traditions in the research area under investigation. For example, if a
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researcher is studying correlations between IQ scores and examination results, it will 
probably not occur to him to take time to consider whether the IQ tests that he is using, 
are appropriate instruments for testing the kinds of intellectual abilities that the 
examinations call for. He is more likely to assume, like countless researchers before 
him, that the IQ tests in question are appropriate. In other words, this particular aspect 
of his work will have (for him) the status of a taken-for-granted assumption. However, 
if a researcher deliberately elects to challenge some long-standing tradition, explicitness 
does indeed become necessary. Long-standing assumptions do not readily yield to 
lightweight or vaguely-formulated objections. The objections must be clearly expressed, 
and made to bite. This is the main reason why chapter 4 of this thesis, devoted so much 
space to challenging traditional conceptualisations and methodologies, in the field of 
cognitive complexity, to convince the reader this is not through lack of trving to be 
explicit.
In general, limitations of space put considerable pressure on writers to be no 
more explicit than they consider necessary. Explicitness will therefore be primarily 
reserved for those aspects of the research that the researcher regards as being particularly 
novel, or contentious, or "likely to be misconstrued". Everything else will proceed on 
the basis of assumptions that the researcher feels can be taken for granted, or at most, 
mentioned in only a minimal fashion. As already indicated, this can leave the reader 
wondering whether certain kinds of assumptions have been adequately considered or 
questioned - or, for that matter, noticed at all.
How then do we posit an explicit methodology?
Our conceptual discussion in chapter 4 surely suggests the need for a 
methodology that actually allows cognitive complexity, as we have construed it, to be 
displayed. This is more than can be said of the research of Barron (which provided only 
minimal opportunities for the display of cognitive complexity - and, indeed, did little to
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compel the extériorisation of any cognitive complexity that subjects might have "had"). 
It is also more than can be said of Scott, Bieri, and others - whose experiments tap only 
minor and tangential "aspects" of cognitive complexity.
We have also seen how the findings of people like Barron are almost bound to 
follow their methodologies. The challenge is to find a methodology that enables (or 
encourages, or forces?) subjects to exhibit cognitive complexity, if this is what they are
inclined to do, or capable of doing  Glimmerings of this methodological
requirement were present, even before the re-conceptualisation was finally worked out. 
We were aware that some kind of experimental set-up was required in which subjects 
would be free to exhibit anv kind of cognitive complexity - the dithering, hesitant, 
incisive, subtle kind etc. One way of meeting this requirement would have been to 
watch a sample of people working on intellectual (or skill-building) problems over 
substantial periods of time. But this method was thought to be impracticable (in terms of 
the amount of time it would take), for a Ph.D project, which had already taken some 
considerable time in the efforts to re-conceptualise cognitive complexity.
Choosing an Appropriate Methodologv
The methodology chosen was one which was firmly based on our 
re-conceptualisation of cognitive complexity discussed in chapter 4. It took into account 
Man's unique ability to engage in investigative reasoning using language, and also, that 
during this reasoning process, he is capable of taking into account a substantial number 
of relevant "considerations" or "themes" or "topics" - something we have called a 
BREADTH OF CONTEXT factor. Entrenched into the methodology was something we 
described earlier in the thesis, as a DEPTH OF NESTING factor, i.e. where the person 
is capable of probing and digging into a topic in some depth, and then emerging again 
with some conclusions, without losing sight of the original problem that he set out to 
solve.
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Also, the methodology chosen was one which would facilitate the display by the 
subjects of more than one kind of cognitive complexity. In chapter 1, we distinguished 
between incisive cognitive complexity that leads in the direction of clarity, and the 
muddleheaded cognitive complexity that leads in the direction of confusion. We also 
discussed in chapter 4, the possibility of researchers distinguishing between effective 
cognitive complexity and ineffective cognitive complexity. In a nutshell, the 
methodology adopted was the one which would best facilitate an outward display of any 
kind of cognitive complexity the experimental subjects might have, and one which gave 
them a chance to struggle with the unfamiliar, (which Barron (1953) did not give his 
subjects a chance to do.)
Rationale for the Methodologv Adopted
Earlier in this chapter, we had suggested (and rejected for reasons of lack of 
time) that one situation in which subjects would be free to exhibit anv kind of cognitive 
complexity, would be to work on intellectual (or skill-building) problems over 
substantial periods of time. Another approach was to record free discussion on for 
example, "topics of the day".
Support for this approach came from my work on the protocols of the 30 groups 
involved in my unobtrusive observation of cognitive complexity discussed in chapter 5. 
During the time I was setting up this pilot experiment, I became increasinglv aware that 
cognitive complexity could only be observed in a relativelv free and uncontrolled and 
naturalistic environment. And hence the reason why I set out to construct an experiment 
of the unobtrusive observation of cognitive complexity, in "coffee table" situations at the 
Open University.
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From the findings of the 30 groups which I observed, several very important 
indications about the kind of methodology required to encourage the display of cognitive 
complexity emerged.
1. First of all, it seems that cognitive complexity is not seen in informal groups 
- because the person who is engaged in discussing a topic has to face a mixture of 
assorted distractions and interruptions originating from other members of the group. 
Also, the person who is engaging in a cognitive complexity exercise needs to proceed at 
his own pace - he needs time and privacy to think through a particular problem.
2. The only kind of cognitive complexity worth engaging in, is the kind that 
veers towards clarity. And this "clarificatorv" kind of cognitive complexity is seldom a 
very public phenomena.
3. Related to these last points, we note the close relationship between cognitive 
complexity and creativity. Just as creativity is an activity that tends to go on either in 
private or with the assistance of appropriate helpers, so does cognitive complexity of a 
clarificatory kind. Creativity of a truly productive/inspirational kind, and clarificatory 
cognitive complexity, tend to proceed in an essentially private and personal wav.
4. Creativity and effective/clarificatory cognitive complexity are essentially 
one-person activities. They both need helpers to facilitate the flow of ideas, and require 
time in which these ideas can be expressed. The informal group is not therefore an ideal 
situation in which ideas can be "aired" and developed - as the participants can get irritated 
and impatient over a more "pensive" member; and also the group may break up at any 
time for various reasons. Certainly, the informal gathering is not a suitable occasion for 
sustained problem solving of the kind Mark invited his gatherings to engage in.
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5. It is possible to be a member of a group and to get out of participating in the 
mainstream discussion. Usually, there is a lack of any "serious" discussion in informal 
gatherings. They tend to be light-weight affairs, because that is what most of the 
participants want.
6. If issues/topics are taken in a serious way by the participants in an informal 
group, the problem arises between people being cognitively complex, and people 
seeming to be cognitively complex. Often people try to "score points", or try to "act 
clever" when participating in a discussion, so that it is important to get to know the 
subjects well enough to be able to make the distinction with reasonable confidence. Only 
if I know the subjects well enough will I be able to distinguish genuine cognitive 
complexity from "pseudo" cognitive complexity
From the last six points, the case is getting stronger all the time for adopting a 
methodology which is away from the traditional approach of informal groups and 
questionnaire design, to one of a free discussion with a subject on a one-to-one basis. 
My follow-up dialogues with Mark confirmed this point. He was quite happy to meet in 
his office and talk for an hour or two (some of these discussions were tape-recorded, 
with his prior permission), about a variety of topics. And these chats over coffee gave 
him time and an encouraging environment, in which he could display his cognitive 
complexity about various issues.
It was these meetings with Mark and the type of issues that we discussed (with 
the inevitable display of cognitive complexity), that convinced me that any methodology 
which was going to encourage the extériorisation of cognitive complexity in subjects, 
had to be one which was a free discussion (i.e. a private interview') on, for example, 
"topics of the day". In other words, a discussion on issues/topics which were familiar to 
the subject.
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The reader will recall, that in our re-conceptualisation of cognitive complexity in 
chapter 4, comment was made about the word ’unfamiliar’ in our definition of cognitive 
complexity. And that there is a negative correlation between familiarity and cognitive 
strain. The greater a person's familiarity with a given problem, the smaller the cognitive 
strain involved in coping (or attempting to cope) with it. Thus, if some subjects in an 
experiment were asked to discuss some topics in the news at the time, they would be 
familiar with the issues, and so should not find it difficult (i.e. a "strain"! to talk about 
them at length. On the other hand, topics in the news are quite often sufficiently 
removed from the immediate experience and environment with which a person is 
familiar, that he is sufficiently removed (or unfamiliar!, from the intricate details of any 
particular event. More concisely, a person is usually sufficiently unfamiliar with events 
reported in the news, in the sense that, he does not adequately understand all the 
problems associated with them. Any discussion with him would therefore, give him a 
chance to struggle with the unfamiliar, and display any cognitive complexity that he 
might have. It is fairly safe to assume that most people have some "glimpses of 
understanding" concerning events reported on TV, or the radio, or in books or journals 
or newspapers, but these bits of specialist information are often redundant when trying 
to solve unfamiliar problems.
However, because the type of interview proposed did employ topics of the day, 
and to some extent depended on subjects being fairly widely read (if not on the 
immediate issues, at least on related ones), people who were known to me at the Open 
University (i.e. academics), and elsewhere; were used in two further experiments.
Proposed Methodologv for the Interviews
Various people known to me at the Open University, would be asked if they 
would like to take part in an interview with me, about topics of the day reported in the 
news and other media. The interview could be held where the subject liked: in their
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office or in a room in their home. They were told that it was a very informal procedure 
conducted round a coffee table, with the subject sitting comfortably in an armchair. All 
they would be required to do, is to discuss some topics of the day with me. They could 
talk for as long as they liked about any one topic, and the interview would finish when 
they felt they had nothing more they wished to contribute to the discussion. Before the 
discussion commenced, I would ask the subject if I could tape record the interview, as 
part of a research programme I was carrying out into the nature of cognitive complexity. 
If necessary, I would explain a little bit about it.
A Trial Run: the '5 Topic Interview'
The methodology discussed in the previous section, was used in the '5 Topic 
Interview': an experiment I contrived to set up about 3-4 years ago.
Twelve people, who were course co-ordinators, research assistants and 
postgraduate students (i.e. people who were involved in some specialised area of 
academic work, but who were not part of any mainstream academic team involved in 
writing course units), were invited by me to be interviewed individually on 5 topics in 
the news at the time. These topics were:
(1) Poland
(2) Violence on TV
(3) Balloons: Solar Energy
(4) Third World
(5) Hunger Strikers
The topics were discussed in the same order from subject to subject, to maintain 
continuity. If at any one time during the discussion on a certain topic, a subject started to 
"dry up", then the interviewer encouraged further discussion by asking the subject a 
"prompt question". Some of these prompt questions are listed with their appropriate
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topic in Table 2 on the next page.
Most of the subjects took approximately 1-1.5 hours to complete their interview 
(it took between 1-2 months to interview the 12 subjects), and no interview was 
interrupted by breaks for lunch etc.
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Table 2
Topics and Prompt Questions for the 
'5 Topic Interview.(also used in the *8 Topic Interview!
(1) Poland
(a) How do you see the present situation in Poland?
(b) Do you think it is significant that there is a Polish Pope at the moment?
(c) Have you ever visited Poland, or have you any friends who live there?
(d) Do you think that Russia is a potential threat to Poland?
(2) Violence on TV
(a) Have you any views about violence on TV?
(b) What do you consider to be a violent act?
(c) Do you see sports like boxing, karate and fencing as fringe violence?
(d) Would you say that violence in TV programmes aids violence in families?
(3) Balloons: Solar Energv
(a) The other weekend, a fellow crossed the channel using a balloon and 
solar energy. Do you see ballooning as a form of transport in the future?
(b) Are you interested in alternative forms of technology, like the use of solar 
energy for heating?
(c) Have you seen any of the solar energy projects which have been set up in 
Milton Keynes?
(4) Third World
(a) Have you got any ideas about the development of the third world
politically and economically?
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T able 2 continued
(b) Do you think organisations like Oxfam and Tear Fund can help in any 
way?
(c) Have you ever visited or worked in any third world countries?
(5) Hunger Strikers
(a) I expect you have read about the situation in Northern Ireland, and the 
prisoners on hunger strike in the Maze prison in Belfast. Do you think 
these prisoners should be given political status?
(b) Would you say that they are prisoners of conscience?
(c) Do you think that the hunger strikers families should intervene and stop 
the strike?
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Findings
Once the 12 interview transcripts had been transcribed (an exercise which took 
nearly 2 months), they were carefully scrutinised for indications of cognitive complexity, 
and any other interesting points which may have emerged. Some observations about the 
'5 Topic Interview' were as follows:
1. At least 8 of the subjects had attempted to engage in some kind of 
investigative reasoning. Their transcripts showed evidence that they had tried to bring a 
number of considerations to bear upon, for example, the situation in Poland, and they 
had tried to go in depth in their particular argument, (i.e. there was evidence of breadth 
of context and depth of nesting in their transcripts.)
2. These 8 subjects also attempted to struggle with the unfamiliar in their 
discussion of the topics. At times they were very pensive, and appeared as if they were 
thinking their way through the particular problem. At other times, they were trying to 
justify the particular stance they had adopted. They even contradicted themselves at 
certain stages during their discussion, and sought to put the situation right by offering 
some plausible explanation, (i.e. the "No. that can't be right" svndromeV
3. The transcripts of the remaining 4 subjects showed the kinds of cognitive 
complexity which was of the dithering or confused or muddled kind. (i.e. the "Can't 
make up mv mind" svndromel. There was no display of clarificatory cognitive comp­
lexity or subtle cognitive complexity as mentioned in points 1 and 2, largely because 
their cognitive complexity was of the secondhand kind. i.e. they had memorized the 
details about the topic they were discussing from their reading of a newspaper account or 
a book.
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4. Finally, at least 8 of the subjects seemed really incensed in their comments 
on the topics of violence on TV, the third world, and hunger strikers, i.e. they seemed to 
be "one-subject people". They could talk at length about one or more of these particular 
topics, but knew very little about, for example, the situation in Poland, or the use of 
solar energy.
The above findings gave me further "leads" as to the type of interview I should 
set up, in order to maximize the possibilities for subjects to exhibit their cognitive 
complexity, and led on to the development of the '8 Topic Interview'.
The Main Experiment : the '8 Topic Interview'
The '8 Topic Interview' was an extension of the '5 Topic Interview', which I 
set up some 3-4 years ago.
Sixteen people, who were involved in mainstream academic life either at the 
Open University, or elsewhere, were invited by me to be interviewed on 8 topics. The 
first 5 topics were the same as those used in the previous interview, with the addition of 
3 new ones:
(6) Hobbies
(7) Advice to Someone Getting Married
(8) My Job
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Tables
Additional Topics and Prompt Questions 
for the '8 Topic Interview'
(6) Hobbies
(a) Have you any hobbies or pastimes which you indulge in outside of 
your work?
(b) Do you take part in any sports or physical activities?
(c) Are you interested in decorating your home?
(7) Advice to Someone Getting Married
(a) Have you any advice for someone getting married?
(b) Do you still go along with the idea of marriage?
(c) Would you advise that couples should live together before they get 
married?
(d) Do you believe in the extended family?
(8) Mv Job
(a) Can you tell me what you think your job at University/College 
involves?
(b) Does it give you career satisfaction?
(c) Are you looking for promotion?
(d) Do you belong to any committees?
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The three more personal topics were added to the topics of the day (i.e, current 
affairs issues), because there were indications in the findings from the '5 topic 
Interview', that subjects could be "one-subiect people". And, it was highly probable that 
of the sixteen academics interviewed, at least two or three of them would be "one-subject 
people", i.e. able to discuss a certain topic at length, but be totally naive in other fields. 
By introducing some personal topics such as hobbies, marriage and their job, into the 
interview, it would be possible to get an indication of whether subjects can be 
cognitively complex in one or two areas, or whether they can be cognitively complex 
"right across the board".
The same procedure of presenting the topics, and encouraging discussion by the 
use of prompt questions was employed, as for the '5 Topic Interview'. A list of the 
additional topics with their prompt questions can be found in Table 3 on the preceding 
page.
Most of the sixteen subjects took between 1.5-3 hours to complete their 
interview (they were interviewed over a period of 1-2 months), so that on some 
occasions the interview was interrupted for a brief break to make another cup of coffee, 
or to "stretch" their legs etc.
The transcription of these interviews took a further 4-6 months, and the analysis 
of them even longer. The experimental data and the analyses are discussed in the next 
chapter.
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CHAPTER 7
THE EXPERIMENTAT. DATA
The analysis of the '8 Topic Interview' data attempted to "exemplify" the 
theoretical and methodological stance that the thesis took in chapters 4, 5 and 6. After 
the interviews were transcribed, I took a first look at the data to see what kind of 
analyses I could use.
Initial Analyses
1. Impressionistic Analvsis
In this analysis, I read through the transcripts and noted down the different 
types of cognitive complexity (e.g. the dithering, confused, subtle, clear kind, etc) that 
each subject showed. I then compared one subject's transcript with another, to get an 
indication of the "quality" of the answers to each topic, and also noted the length (i.e. 
quantity) of the answers. This was done to see if there were any topics in the interview 
which the subjects "just could not discuss", but this was found not to be the case.
2. Pen Pictures
From these initial observations gleaned from the impressionistic analysis, I then 
wrote a pen picture for each subject. This described how a subject conducted himself 
during the interview, and quoted "extracts" from his particular transcript. I also made 
some light-weight "what-I-happened-to-notice" comments (with respect to the subjects 
cognitive complexity), by way of interpretation of these extracts.
197
3. Content Analvsis
From my initial observations of each of the subjects idiosyncracies and odd 
quirks, I then performed a content analysis on the interview data. A survey of the 
literature on content analysis as expounded by workers such as Holsti (1968), Stone 
(1964), Osgood (1959), Berelson (1952) etc., convinced me that a qualitative approach 
needed to be adopted with respect to my data. In other words, I was interested in the 
content delineated by any one category (which I shall now describe), and whether it was 
either present or absent in any one subject's transcript.
The identification of the categories took a circular form. Some "broad" 
categories were defined which had been "thrown-up" from the impressionistic analysis 
and the pen pictures, and then the transcripts were scrutinised for evidence of these 
categories and various indicators were identified. According to the suitability of the 
category, it was either accepted or rejected, and if rejected; the process continued again. 
This very time consuming exercise was employed at least thirty times on all of the 16 
transcripts.
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Start
Hypothesis
Define Categories
Reject /  
Categories
Look at Transcripts
Indicators
Accept /  
Categories
Figure 2. The Process of Category and Indicator Identification
Although some thirty-three categories (e.g. Comments on Questions, Dogmatic 
Statements, Cynicism/Suspiciousness, Self-Appraisal [Self-Assessment]) emerged from 
this process, they were more relevant to some theses, for example on dogmatism, 
posturing, cynicism etc, than work in the area of cognitive complexity. The categories 
were only a tangential/peripheral relevance to the way in which I had re-conceptualised 
cognitive complexity in chapter 4. Accordingly, the content analysis was abandoned 
after 1 year, because it was neither necessary nor sensible to do any further work on it, 
and so the findings on the categories were written up in two research papers. (Watts. 
1983a, 1983b.)
From these findings, I decided it was therefore necessary to go back to my 
re-conceptualisation of cognitive complexity in chapter 4, and to develop techniques of 
analysis which would categorise various types of cognitive complexity.
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Analvsis Techniques
In chapter 4 p. 81,1 stated that the best definition of cognitive complexity that I 
could formulate was as follows:
"Cognitive Complexity is the name given to a mode of mental 
functioning that arises when an attempt is made to solve 
unfamiliar problems by bringing a variety of different 
considerations to bear upon them."
The problem with the analysis of the transcripts was to develop techniques 
which I could apply directlv to this definition.
One possibility was to devise techniques of analysis based on the Biological 
Limit on Man's ability to process information, i.e. he has only f ini te 
information-processing capabilities. (Reference, chapter 4.p.l01.) So that there is a 
limit to how much information he can cope with at any one time. Therefore, if Man is 
faced with an unfamiliar problem which he is unable to solve "at a glance", he has to 
break it down into appropriate parts which he can deal with in a piecemeal fashion. 
(These parts are called sub-problems by the Problem-solving Theorists). These 
sub-problems are further broken down into sub-sub-problems, until the component 
problems are small enough to be brought within Man's finite information-processing 
capabilities. He then pieces together the solutions of the sub-problems and 
sub-sub-problems, until a solution is reached for the original problem. This then, is 
how Man goes about solving unfamiliar problems by bringing a variety of different 
considerations to bear upon them. More concisely, this search for relevant-looking 
considerations is really a search for ways of breaking the original problems down into 
manageable components.
Now, the subjects taking part in the '8 Topic Interview', were engaged in this 
process of breaking a problem down into smaller parts. Each topic area which they 
talked about at length posed certain questions. And these questions could be ones they
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asked themselves about the topic area under discussion, or they could be in the form of 
comments on the interviewer's question or rhetorical questions. If a subject "dried up" 
in trying to formulate an answer, the interviewer supplied him with a prompt question to 
stimulate his thinking on the topic again. But, whichever kind of question the subject 
was "struggling" to solve, he was in reality attempting to solve an "unfamiliar problem" 
by a breaking down process.
Given that a subject arrives at some sort of a solution from the solutions of the 
sub-problems and sub-sub-problems which are the result of this breaking down process, 
he has in effect been struggling with the unfamiliar, so is ipso facto in a state of cognitive 
complexity, irrespective of whether or not his struggling is successful. (Reference, 
chapter 4.pl03.) He has probably been able to bring in a large number of different 
things/factors as being relevant to solving the sub-problems or sub-sub-problems (the 
breadth of context factor referred to in chapter 4.p79), and has been able to dive into the 
various facets of the sub-problems or sub-sub-problems and emerge again without 
getting lost. (The depth of nesting factor referred to in chapter 4. p80.) That is, the 
cognitively complex subject is capable of "bringing a variety of different considerations 
to bear upon" a problem.
The way a cognitively complex subject goes about solving an unfamiliar 
problem, gives us clues as to possible categories which could be developed to identify 
tvpes of cognitive complexity.
The theoretical foundations for the basis for the identification of the categories 
mentioned in the above paragraph, came from suggestions made by my supervisor. 
Lewis (1974), in a report entitled: 'New Methods of Assessment and Stronger Methods 
of Curriculum Design', outlines a procedure to help clarify the meaning of starter 
concepts, and how they are related to one another. Of the ten exploratory questions he 
advises to be followed to aid a person's understanding of starter concepts, five of them
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can be used as a basis for a procedure which I require in order to identify, name and 
define the categories which can be developed to identify tvpes of cognitive complexity. 
If for the word "concept" in Lewis' table (1974. P.28) we read "category", then the first 
five operations form a procedure for selecting the categories. The modified version of 
the Lewis operations is shown in Table 4 on the next page.
Four categories were constructed from the procedure shown in Table 4. These
were:
(1) Breaking Down
Breaking down a problem into components or sub-problems.
(2) Solving
Solving sub-problems or dealing with components.
(3) Bringing Together
Bringing together sub-problem solutions and/or component outcomes.
(4) Svnthesis 
Providing a synthesis.
Although these four categories identified the main steps in problem-solving, 
what was of interest to me, was how they were related to types of cognitive complexity 
displayed in the transcripts.
Main Analvsis
In this analysis, the four categories were developed to identify types of cognitive 
complexity. They were related to the types in the following ways:
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Table 4
Procedure for Selecting Categories 
(After Lewis 19741
(1) Define each category in turn.
(2) Examine antonyms and synonyms.
(3) List examples of the valid use of each category.
(4) List examples of the non-valid use of each category.
(5) Locate examples/situations of a borderline kind, for which there is some doubt as 
to whether a given category can be validly used.
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1. The cognitively complex subject would clearly display each of the four 
categories, i.e. (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis 
in his answers on a particular topic. (Reference, chapter 4. pl03, 79, 80) The four 
categories would thus be clearly identifiable, and could be coded (1), (2), (3) and (4) 
accordingly.
2. The subject who is not "truly" cognitively complex would show some 
disjunction in his answers on a particular topic, i.e. there may be evidence in his 
answer that he is, for example, breaking down the problem (question) into smaller parts, 
but then in his discussion of these parts, he gets "lost" and does not know how to 
conclude his answer. There is in effect, little or no breadth of context or depth of nesting 
in his answer (Reference chapter 4. p79, 80). Thus, when it comes to coding this 
subject's answer (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) 
Synthesis, only categories (1) and (2) are clearly identifiable, while categories (3) and 
(4) are not. Different types of disjunctive cognitive complexity can be displayed by the 
subjects in their transcripts (with respect to the category combinations), and these will be 
described in detail in the next section.
Tvpes of Cognitive Complexity
1. True Cognitive Complexity
Where the subject clearly displays each of the four categories i.e. (1) Breaking 
down, (2) Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis in his answer (Reference 
chapter 4. pl03), which also shows breadth of context (Reference chapter 4. p79) and 
depth of nesting (Reference chapter 4. p80). The four categories are clearly identifiable 
and can be easily coded (1), (2), (3) and (4) respectively.
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True cognitive complexity can be divided into two sub-types:
(a) Outstanding
Where the subject gives superior quality examples of true cognitive complexity
and,
(b) Pedestrian
Where the subject gives more everyday and ordinary examples of true cognitive 
complexity.
2. Disjunctive Cognitive Complexity
Where the subject does not clearly display each of the four categories i.e. (1) 
Breaking down, (2) Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis in his answers. In 
disjunctive cognitive complexity, only two of the four categories are clearly identifiable. 
There are three possible category combinations.
(a) End Categories Combined
Where categories (1) Breaking down and (2) Solving are clearly identifiable, but 
categories (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis are combined.
(b) Middle Categories Combined
Where categories (1) Breaking down and (4) Synthesis are clearly identifiable, 
but categories (2) Solving and (3) Bringing together are combined.
205
(c) Beginning Categories Combined
Where categories (1) Breaking down and (2) Solving are combined, and only 
categories (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis are clearly identifiable.
3. Borderline Cognitive Complexity
Where the subject only displays clearly one of the four categories i.e. (1) 
Breaking down, (2) Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis in his answers. 
There are two possible category combinations.
(a) Last Three Categories Combined
Where category (1) Breaking down is clearly identifiable, but categories (2) 
Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis are combined.
(b) First Three Categories Combined
Where categories (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving and (3) Bringing together are 
combined, and only category (4) Synthesis is clearly identifiable.
4. No Cognitive Complexity
Where the subject is unable or unwilling to answer a question on a topic, and 
therefore none of the four categories are displayed, i.e. (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving,
(3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis are combined.
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5. Secondhand Cognitive Complexity
Where the subject's answers show evidence that he has either memorised some 
relevant key points and details from a book, or has "taken on board" someone else's 
arguments and ideas, and then regurgitates them as if they are his own.
Having identified the types of cognitive complexity with respect to their category 
combinations, the transcripts of the 16 subjects were then coded (1) Breaking down, (2) 
Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis accordingly. (A procedure which took 
3-4 months.) Only the best examples (i.e. extracts) of the category combinations were 
chosen from the transcripts. At the end of each extract or group of extracts a comment 
was written about the type of cognitive complexity exhibited by the subject, and also the 
constituents displayed. A summary of the best examples of category combinations (with 
reference to the types of cognitive complexity), is shown in Table 5.
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Results of the Analvsis
Two types of analyses were performed on the results of the analysis : a 
quantitive and a qualitative analysis.
1. Quantitative Analvsis
Some calculations were performed on the information in Table 5, with respect to 
the best examples chosen, and the types of cognitive complexity they displayed.
(a) The best examples were chosen from 11 out of 16 transcripts, i.e. 69% of 
the subjects were represented in the best examples.
(b) From Figure 3, we can see that all of the 16 subjects exhibited true 
cognitive complexity at some time during the interview, 5 subjects 
displayed some form of disjunctive cognitive complexity, 3 subjects had 
borderline examples, 4 subjects used information which was secondhand 
in some of their answers.
2. Qualitative Analvsis
The types of cognitive complexity were evenly distributed across all of the 
topics (Reference to Table 5). But, as this thesis was concerned with the display of true 
cognitive complexity and not so much with three or four other types of cognitive 
complexity, more examples of true cognitive complexity were chosen than the others. 
However, it is worthy of note that the other types of cognitive complexity are also evenly 
distributed across all of the topics. A summary of the types of cognitive complexity and 
their constituents which were displayed in the best examples, can be found in Table 6.
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Table 6
Summary of Tvpes of Cognitive Complexity and their Constituents 
Displayed in Best Examples
Type of Cognitive 
Complexity
Constitutents
Displayed
Major References 
Chapter (c) Page (p)
1. True Cognitive Complexity 
(al Outstanding
(1) Breaking down
(2) Solving
(3) Bringing together
(4) Synthesis
Categories (1), (2), (3) 
and (4) clearly identifiable
(b) Pedestrian
(1) Breaking down
(2) Solving
(3) Bringing together
(4) Synthesis
Categories (1), (2), (3) 
and (4) clearly identifiable
systemic thinking c5.pl41
communicational incompetence c 5 p l6 7 ,168 
world view c5.p 166
independence of thought c5.p 166
clarificatory thinking c5pl69
truth-seeking c5pl69
investigative reasoning c5p 169
sees the wood for the trees c4p 108
recursive/iterative way of c5p 163-164
thinking.
"knock-on" consequences c5.pl64
penetrating thinking c5.pl66
wider range of considerations c5.p 166
analo^cal reasoning c4.pl07
investigative reasoning c5.pl40
systematic approach c5.pl40-141
clarity c4.p87
"knock-on" consequences c5.pl 64
incisiveness c4.p87
sees the wood for the trees c4.p 108
alternative considerations c5.pl40
recursive /iterative way of c5.p 163-164
thinking
communicational incompetence c5.pl67-168 
patience c5.pl 67
unhurried thinking c5.pl60,167
detailed thinking c5.pl67
lucidity 
simplicity
"one-subject man" c4.p 112-113
controlled by emotions c5.p 164-165
anger 
annoyance
corrigibility c5.pl 67
chain cognitive complexity 
effectiveness c4.pl05-107
creativity c4.pl 05-107
already thought about ideas c5.pl42-143
remembered details c5.pl45
secondhand ideas c5.pl45
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Table 6 continued
Type of Cognitive Constitutents Major References
Complexity Displayed Chapter (c) Page (p)
2. Disjunctive Cognitive 
Complexity
(a) End Categories 
Combined
(1) Breaking down abrupt ending
(2) Solving secondhand information c5.pl45,148-149
(3) Bringing together) mental catalogue clp3-4
(4) Synthesis C^ombined
digressions
cynicism
Only Categories (1) and (2) confused thinking c4.p87-88
clearly identifiable muddled thinking c4p87-88
(b) Middle Categories 
Combined
(1) Breaking down investigative reasoning c4 p ll7
(2) Solving ) evaluative complexity
(3) Bringing together ) Combined
(4) Synthesis
Only Categories (1) and (4) 
clearly identifiable
(c) Beginning Categories 
Combined
(1) Breaking down) creative approach c4. p 106-107,
(2) Solving ) Combined c5.pl54-155
(3) Bringing together novel answer
(4) SynAesis
Only Categories (3) and (4) 
clearly identifiable
3. Borderline Cognitive 
Complexity
(a) Last Three Categories 
Combined
(1) Breaking down doubts
(2) Solving ) misgivings
(3) Bringing together C^ombined hesitancy cl.p3
(4) Synthesis ) dithering cLp3
Only Category (1) is 
clearly identifiable
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Table 6 continued
Type of Cognitive 
Complexity
Constitutents
Displayed
Major References 
Chapter (c) Page (p)
(b) First Three Categories 
Combined
(1) Breaking down ) shopping list
(2) Solving ) Combined
(3) Bringing together )
(4) Synthesis
Only Category (4) is 
clearly identifiable
4. No Cognitive Complexitv
All Four Categories 
Combined
(1) Breaking down )
(2) Solving )
(3) Bringing together ) Combined wariness
arrogance
complicated thinking
(4) Synthesis ) defensiveness
justifications
c4.p87-88 
c4.pl 12 
c4.pl 12
No Category clearly 
identifiable
5. Secondhand Cognitive 
Complexitv
Evidence of memorised 
facts and regurgitated 
arguments and ideas
Categories (1), (2), (3) 
and (4) are not identified, 
as this is the subject of 
another thesis
academic study 
another person's remarks 
evidence of reading 
complicated thinking 
remembered facts 
convoluted thinking
c5.pl48-150 
c5.pl48-150 
c5.pl45, 148-150 
c4.p87-88
c5.pl36-137,142-144
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Extracts from the Transcripts
1. True Cognitive Complexity
(a) Outstanding
( 1 ) Breaking down
(2) Solving
(3) Bringing together
(4) Synthesis
Categories (1), (2), (3) and (4) clearly identifiable.
Mark
Poland
Mark talking on the situation in Poland. He says that the word communication 
is used in society largely to mean any exchange of symbols.
"Now, I don't as it happens. I think there are two 
categories of the exchange of symbols, and I would only 
call one of these categories 'Communication', because I 
think that disputation, (which actually takes up most of the 
exchange of symbols within our society is disputation), 
people are trying to prove something, or disprove 
something, or persuade, or do something of this sort. 
Rhetoric, I think rhetoric has nothing to do with 
communication. I think largely, it's kind of misuse of 
language. But it does have the effect, of course, that in the 
event tha:t people proceed in these fashions, these rhetorical 
ways, rather than understanding what is going on with 
their communicational processes, then, the 
communicational processes will go wrong. And the 
phenomenon that will arise when their processes do go 
wrong, will have the appearance of dispute, and they 
won't actually be able to resolve the disputes. They will 
continually be trying to do some kind of censorship, or 
delaying action, or just voyaging their way out of disputes 
without changing anything fundamentally. And so
consequently, you get procedural decisions, but these 
decisions are not actually acceded to by the people subject 
to them, because they simply can't accede to them. Tliey 
may feel themselves forced to accede to theni overtly, but 
they can't actually do sdx 1 mean, if somebody is actually” 
living in a state of deprivation, and they find themselves 
talking to some slick bureaucrat who tells them either that 
they deserve to be, or that there's nothing that can be done 
about it or what-not, I mean they may accept some formal 
decision from him, but actually their state of deprivation, 
the degree to which they will be energised to actually try to 
change the situation can't be altered. You can't go on 
sweeping the muck under the ca^et indefinitely. But this 
tends to happen, and people begin to argue about backlogs 
of disputes, and this Polish thing is a perfect example. No“ 
doubt what has happened, is that they have got themselves 
into progressively deadlocked committee structures and the 
like, and pricing schemes or whatever. If there is a 
bureaucratic procedure, it will be formalised. There will be 
rules about it, there will be questions of proper channels 
and that kind of thing. And, in general, when there are 
complaints there will be an attempt to defuse the complaint, 
rather than look at the system and see whether there is 
anything that can really be done about it. Largely because 
people live in a kind of muddle, and they always say, 
'Well, we can't get on to anything now. That's not within 
our terms of reference. That would mean appealing to a 
higher committee, or a higher authority, or something like
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that.' I So that basically, there are demands for solution to 
problems within constraint-sets, that ensure that the 
problems can't be solved." I
This is an excellent example of Mark's svstemic thinking which came from his 
underlying world view, that all the major problems of the world stemmed from what he 
described as "communicational incompetence". (Reference chapter 5. pl67) Here, 
Mark is being very cognitively complex with respect to his original analysis of the 
situation in Poland. He has a very clear generative basis (which is grounded in his 
world view! that constituted the "system" behind his thinking. Mark's response shows 
independence of thought (Reference chapter 5. p i66), and cognitive complexity of the 
clarificatory kind. Here, Mark's thinking is of a genuinely truth-seeking kind - and an 
application of investigative reasoning that leads to clarification of the problem. 
(Reference chapter 5. p i 69).
More concisely, Mark is capable of bringing a variety of considerations to bear
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upon the Polish problem, and he can struggle with the unfamiliar, and he can see the 
wood for the trees. (Reference chapter 4, p83, 84, 102-103, 108.)
Mv Job
Mark maintains that most academics aren't aware of their own limitations.
"Well, one can see that there are norms you know, the way 
people look at themselves, and in our society in general is a
very Our society is a very assessing society, and an
evaluating society, and um.. they assess themselves largely
by comparative standards  I'm better than such and
such, but I'm not as good as such and such, and no worse
than such and such.. And um.., the result is that if
there is a group, and there is an error which is shared by all 
of them they will all be oblivious of it. And that can make 
an absolute change that is over the whole group, and can 
mean that the whole group is in effect incompetent in 
certain respects. But since that particular mode of 
incompetence will not in turn enter into comparisons within 
the group, they will be completely unaware of it. | And” 
most of them, it seems to me in my experience of 
academics, and it's very important to say this goes for me
as well right to to..., well... 1975 at least.... u m  .
have a good command, or some command, good or bad of 
their technical subject. But they have no very great 
appreciation of the student's problems in the learning, or 
what actually must be the conditions if the student is to 
learn adequately. So they tend to present the matter from 
the point of view of the logic, or the ethos of the subject. 
More the logic if it's on the mathematical side, more the 
ethos if it on the social side., um...., but they are looking 
into the subject; they're not looking at the student's 
problems in a learning situation. And it goes..um.. I had a 
sort of, what I thought was a breakthrough appreciation of 
the .., of what the problems were in learning, and I listed a 
set of things which it seemed to me were absolutely 
essential pre-conditions. If the student is not given these
pre-conditions for learning, some particular   well
whatever it might be, it might be an algorithm. Usually an 
algorithm in technology. But possibly just an appreciation, 
then if they are not actually provided with those conditions, 
then their rate of learning will be greatly reduced. A great 
problem. And in fact if they then continued pushing at the 
students more and more information, when the first parts, 
if something has any structure, and the first parts are not 
properly learned, then any subsequent material will be 
absorbed, if it is absorbed at all; by a pneumatic process 
and not by a process of comprehension. And I also began 
to see, that very large numbers of my colleagues had in fact 
learned their subject that way. So in fact they were not 
even equipped to convey comprehension of the subject.
(0
only content. And the way they would expound content 
wasn't particularly congenial to the students absorbing it. 
And yet they were unaware of this problem, and they were 
overloading the syllabuses. They were overloading the 
students and I felt very unhappy about that. I found that 
basically the whole area of psychology of learning is so 
ill-formed, that my views on this could just be 
disregarded... I mean the mode of argument is very 
simple. Nobody knows anything about it, therefore you 
don't. Therefore we don't take any notice of what you 
say. The notion that if there was something that nobody 
knew anything about, that perhaps some day somebody 
would notice something about it, was actually absent from 
them it was very, very odd. At least perhaps they think; 
'Well, if anybody is going to notice anything about, it 
won't be anyone I know', or something like that. Which 
is rather reminiscent of William Reich's book, what's it 
called....'This Little Man'. I mean, Reich is very indignant 
in that, but you can see that he had gone through a lot of 
that stuff. I But... the result was that I was very, very" 
uncomfortable, and also I was under a continual barrage 
because I held a named position as Professor of 
Engineering Mechanics. And it was therefore expected that 
I... Basically that's a name you know - Engineering 
Mechanics. Just a name for a position. But people were 
arguing; 'Well, since you are Professor of Engineering 
Mechanics, you have...' Whereas they would think they 
knew what Engineering Mechanics was, very few of them 
are at all versed in Mechanics. They know the Mechanics 
they learned, which is actually first, second year level, 
most of them. Very few of them actually did Mechanics 
throughout the whole of their studies. They only knew a 
little, and they wanted that little reproduced in the course, 
much as they had it. And that in my opinion, was just 
what was not needed. Virtually teaching people Mechanics. 
But I found that I was under stress because, I could neither 
teach the subject as I though it should be taught, nor could 
I arrange the teaching procedures as I felt they should be. 
And at the same time, felt under pressure to simply do 
what is being done in the university. And I didn't find that 
I could accede to the pressure.] So eventually I re-located, 
was treated with reasonable sympathy most of the time. 
But I felt that I became fully estranged when I made it clear 
that I wasn't going to toe the party line. And there was a 
lot of ostracism, petty., you know.... Nobody was 
actually standing up and slandering me, but there was a lot 
of implication and innuendo." I —-------
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Here Mark engages in a recursive or iterative way of thinking i.e. a way of 
thinking which refused to accept arbitrary starting points, but one which raised questions 
which most other people would take for granted, or not even consider at all. (Reference 
chapter 5. p i63) Mark appreciated the "knock-on" consequences of his colleagues
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teaching their students by a similar process to which they had been taught. His analysis 
of the teaching situation at the Open University was very penetrating, and took into 
account a much wider range of considerations than most people would have come up 
with. (Reference chapter 5. p i66)
Mark had already engaged in investigative reasoning before he was asked about 
his job. (Reference chapter 4. p i 17), because he could bring a varietv of considerations 
to bear upon the problem. (Reference chapter 4. p92).
(b) Pedestrian
(1) Breaking down
(2) Solving
(3) Bringing together
(4) Synthesis
Categories (1), (2), (3) and (4) clearly identifiable.
Bill
Poland
Interviewer "How do you see the current situation in Poland?"
0"Well, I suppose that um   the first thing that I want tosay is that I haven't been following the specifics of it very
Footnote For the first two examples, the four categories have been 
labelled in full, i.e. (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving, (3) 
Bringing together and (4) Synthesis. Hereafter, these 
categories will be labelled (1), (2), (3) and (4) respectively.
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much. I hear snippets in the um on the radio, and
I watch television and I read newspapers, but um —  I 
have a sort of general model of what goes on in conflict 
situations of this kind. And it’s to do with the way in 
which people frighten one another and project dire 
consequences, and um —  really box one another in to 
such an extent that the whole situation tends to escalate and 
become explosive. So when I read about the situation in 
Poland, I don't tend to look too much or even remember 
too much of the specifics, I just seem to think to myself. 
It's the same old nonsense happening again." Um —  I 
mean lots of things are at a specific level one might say, 
but they always seem to me to be specific incidences of 
these more general phenomena, you can show how um 
— . I mean the appetite tends to increase as people feel 
they're getting more and more of their own way, they 
escalate the demands, so there's that sort of element in 
Solidarity as far as I can see. There's the usual business 
about what people, politicians, union leaders and so on are 
prepared to say in public as opposed to what they might be 
privately thinfang, there's the business of people trying to 
contain the wild men of their party as it were, you know, 
and there are the people there, and there is always a lunatic 
fringe and trouble makers and so on.j But, 1 actually see" 
this in any sort of conflict. I could go through the same 
sort of scenario at the Open University and show the same 
sort of thing happening. Because when there is some kind 
of economic axe wielded at the Open University, you see 
the same sort of attempts to project dire consequences, to 
form coalitions, to look for allies, and to attempt to single 
out the politically weak as being the people that ought to 
suffer. We ought to suffer the most, and so it goes on\ So“ 
in every situation you'll find that detail is different. You'll 
find, you know, presumably the Catholic, the Catholicism 
makes a difference in the Polish situation. Whereas it 
wouldn't make a difference in the Open University. But 
they'll be something similar making a difference at the 
Open University, what I'm saying is that as a sort of~ 
general view that I have of what goes on in situations of 
diis kind, and um —  I tend just to nod my head when I 
read it thinking, "Well, you know, it's just another bit of 
this nonsense being acted out in a different sort of 
context." 1______ !_____
0
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Bill's general model of the world which he applies to situations like the Polish 
one, is an example of analogical reasoning. Here he is faced with the problem which he 
probably has not had occasion to solve before, so he mentally searches for problems 
which seem to bear some relevance to the problem facing him, and which he has 
successfully solved before. (Reference chapter 4.pl07). This means that in the past he 
has engaged in investigative reasoning, which means that he adopts a systematic
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approach (i.e. one which is orderly and tidy) in his answer. (Reference chapter 5. 
p 140-142) this answer is thus cognitively clear, because he has struggled with the 
unfamiliar over a similar problem and has come up with a solution. (Reference chapter
4. p87, 89).
Bill also appreciates the "knock-on" consequences of the Polish situation and 
similar situations at the Open University. (Reference chapter 5.pl63). He is able to "cut 
through" (i.e. incisive cognitive complexity. Reference chapter 4.p87), the amount of 
extraneous detail surrounding the Polish crisis, because he is able to recognise a general 
pattern of events which has happened in another situation, (i.e. he sees the wood for the 
trees. Reference chapter 4.p 108).
Nevill
Balloons: Solar Energy
Interviewer "Do you see ballooning as a form of transport that might catch on in the future?"
"As a majority user - no, but there might be specialist 
adaptations that could be viable. I think just in the same 
way if you like, that we aren't going to see the canals as a 
major force in the transport of goods in this country again.
Perhaps I speak too quickly there. That may be premature.
But anyway lets say that in the next twenty or thirty years 
at any rate, nevertheless there are some particular uses like 
the bulk transport of china clay, or something of that kind, 
which are quite suited to canal traffic, but they are minority 
uses; and I would imagine that balloons would be in the 
same general bracket as that. That there might be particular 
uses for which balloons are a good idea, solar balloons, 
but not as a majority. [ However, we are facing the"
possibility that  Well, we know for a certainty that
hydro-carbon fuels won't last for ever, and the number of 
alternatives must be explored. And among those, whilst 
the most obvious of existing technologies, to replace that
is, I suppose, electric railways because those  We've
got the technology already for both creating the electricity 
and for running the trains. | All the same solar energy, solm^ 
powered vehicles are a possible runner, and so for that 
matter are the canals, and it maybe that barges being less ©
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fuel-intensive that many forms of transport; and you could 
have a revival for that reason. | That s why I had"
reservations about that after I while I was in the
middle of saying it." L_____ _______
Although Nevill’s answer is relatively short, it does show evidence that he is 
engaging in investigative reasoning with respect to the use of balloons and solar energy. 
Nevill takes the original question in its entirety, and tries to bring to bear on it a variety 
of alternative considerations. (Reference chapter 5.pl40)
His answer also shows evidence of breadth of context and depth of nesting, 
with respect to the number of other things he mentions in relation to balloons, 
(Reference chapter 4.p79, 80), and in this sense he is struggling with the unfamiliar. 
(Reference chapter 4.p92, 102-104). According to my definition of cognitive 
complexity (Reference chapter 4.p81), all of these factors need to be present in a 
subject’s answer if he is to be classified as cognitively complex. Nevill's answer to the 
question of the viability of balloons as a form of future transport, also shows evidence of 
clear svstematic thinking, i.e. chapter 5.pl41-142).
Ben
Third World
Ben does not want to talk about the political and economic situations in the Third 
World, but about the quality of the communication that is going on between people.
"I would talk about — the — quality of the communication 
that’s going on between people that are — the people in the 
North and the people in the South, and I would talk about 
specific ways in which that communication process was 
being impaired or totally perverted by traditional political 
and economic practices, that's what I could do. Though 
the most important thing is that the people in the Third 
World can see no way to ask the people in the developed
0
world for help in a way which makes the people in the 
developed world think that they are going to be 
appreciated. I'm not sure I can see any such way in that
either much less can the people in the Third World see
any way in which they can make people in the North feel 
understood and cared about, because even if they are seen 
as caring they can’t be seen as powerful and power in that 
sense means, you know not political power to repress but 
capability, so the only option is to be the receivers 
fundamentally and they don't know how to initiate that, 
and the people in the North are almost certainly going to 
initiate it in a way which will screw it straight away, if £ey 
simply transfer resources, they will be seen either as 
be-littling or as exploitable people in the North, and if they 
do it by a bargaining process . I______ _______
If they do it by bargaining processes the people in the 
North will inevitably and invariably will use their power to 
set up situations, and the people of the South will have 
been exploited one way or another you can guarantee it. 
So if they give they will be seen as belittling or exploitable,
if they do deals they will be seen as exploiting----------- in
fact, the more I think about it, the more I think the people 
in the North are hamstrung. There's hardly anything that 
they can do because of their power, that won't be 
mistrusted, so the initiative has to come from the people in 
the South, and the only initiative that will do them any 
good is if they figure out how to make a request that is not 
belittling for themselves, which is neither begging or 
bullying, how to make a request that-----------. I_________
 how to take an initiative and make a request in a way
which makes the people in the North feel that their 
capabilities have been recognised and that they are being 
appreciated, and if they do that then the people in the South 
take that kind of initiative then they can pull it off. I don't 
at present see how the people in the North can take an 
initiative that won't be mistrusted, the only initiative they 
could take is one which sets out the situation which enables 
the people in the South to take this initiative that they have 
to take, that's the only one and would be a rare exercise in 
humanistic diplomacy, that to me is the nub of the whole 
thing between North and South , and if there is anything 
you ever discover about me from this stuff it is that I'll go
for the nub. | That's what I think about it----------- . You“
know it poses a problem, what initiative can the people in 
the North take, because that's where we are, that will 
enable the people in the South to take the initiative that they 
have to take, before the conversation can go on mutually 
constructive terms - that's it." I
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Ben's answer on the Third World is a good example of true cognitive 
complexity (pedestrian), because the four categories are clearly identifiable and relate 
directly to my definition of cognitive complexity in chapter 4.p81. In category (1)
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Breaking down, he shows breadth of context i.e. he brings in a number of relevant 
points, and in categories (2) Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis, there is 
evidence of depth of nesting where he dives into these points and discusses these in 
some detail. (Reference chapter 4.p79, 80). It is because he brings a varietv of 
considerations to bear upon the problem, that his answer is incisive and cogitivelv clear. 
(Reference chapter 4.p87).
This example is not unlike Mark’s answer on the situation in Poland, in that it 
involves a svstemic approach which flows from a deeper "System of Thought". Ben's 
thinking is also recursive or iterative in that he refuses to accept arbitrary starting points, 
and like Mark's answer it comes from his conviction that all the major problems of the 
world stem from communicational incompetence. (Reference chapter 5.pl42, 163, 
167). It is an example of patient, unhurried and detailed thinking, and the pauses in the 
extract give an indication that Ben is thinking his way through the problem. (Reference 
chapter 5. p i67, 155). The result is a lucid, simple and clear answer.
Joss
Third World
Joss says that there is a certain sort of way that he tries to conceive the world 
which doesn't give him answers, but it helps him to get answers. It's partly a strategy 
and partly an analysis. The two overlap completely. He is asked to outline this way of 
thinking, in terms of the Third World.
"Well, alright, take the Third World as an example. Um.. 
When we talk about first, second and third, when we carve 
up the world like this and categorize it, what are we 
referring to? What are the discriminating characteristics? 0  
They aren't biological. It's not race. It's not intelligence 
because people haven't been tested, though some people
would rest on race and intelligence as a way of 
discriminating the world like that. Um.. Are we dividing 
according to nations? Are there certain um...? Some 
nations have the quality of being third worldish and others 
first and second worldish. Um."
Interviewer "Is it a case of Plato's Republic all over again. The gold, silver 
and brass people?"
"Well, I don't think.. I mean that may provide an analogy 
for looking at it. People tend to talk more in terms of 
North - South rather than anything else. I think it's a 
historical problem. I don't say that just because I'm an 
historian. I think that what we call the Third World has 
emerged for reasons which can only be understood 
historically, and solutions to Third World problems will 
only be realised in a historical process which we ourselves 
are creating. Um. 11 think that, and here I'm talking iiT 
general about strategies, about how people organise 
thernselves what organisations amongst people are 
significant ones. Um.. How people organise their lives 
economically. How countries are dependent on one 
another to meet the requirements of their economic 
organisations, and that projected through history is the way 
I want to look at most of what we have been talking about. 
Um. I'm less qualified to talk about Poland than perhaps 
um...., violence or the Third World having been through 
them myself. I mean at a time when I wasn't thinking of 
first, second or third world, I was just thinking in terms of 
incredible poverty, and what awful poverty there was in 
Bolivia you know, or in Mexico, or somewhere which I've 
seen; but never why there is poverty, [l mean that's a very" 
important question. Why is there a Third World? Why are 
there people who consume a fraction of the earth's 
resources and of the earth's energy than other people on 
the same globe do? I think it's a political problem. I don't 
think there's anything inherent or inescapable. I don't 
think that there always have to be people on the bottom of 
the pack. The third whatever you want to call it, bottom of 
the heap. Um.. It's happened for certain reasons that 
involve colonisation, exploitation um.., by countries in the 
North and the West, who for whatever reasons, have 
developed a momentum, an ethos in history which required 
them sometimes with a thought of being benevolent to treat 
other people that way; and these people began to resent that 
I suppose. And there were nationalist movements in the 
countries which you now call the Third World, freed 
themselves form the sometimes, intended benevolence 
leadership of countries we now call the first world, and 
now these countries are having to fend for themselves. 
Sometimes they do it very well because they still have 
things that countries who totally dominated them need, 
even as independent Nation-States, and sometimes they're 
doing very poorly because they have nothing to sell, but 
tourism or their people into slavery.] But I'm talking in “  
economic terms now, and I'm not qualified to come up 
with facts and figures, but I do want to see the problems as 
a historic one and an economic one. How do we distribute 
the goods and services that are available?" I_____
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Here is another example of svstematic thinking where Joss wants to see the 
problem of the Third World in a certain way - as a historical and economical problem. 
(Reference chapter 5.p 141-142). This is probably because he is a historian, and is 
essentially a so-called "one-subiect man", i.e. he can probably exhibit great cognitive 
complexity in the field of history, but little cognitive complexity in other fields. 
(Reference chapter 4.pll2-113). However, Joss' answer is incisive and cognitively 
clear. He does "attempt" to solve the problem because he goes through various stages of 
investigative reasoning, which means that the four categories (1) Breaking down, (2) 
Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis are clearly identifiable. (Reference 
chapter 4.p87, 89, 117).
Adrian
Hunger Strikers
Interviewer "You wouldn't say they are prisoners of conscience?"
"No, no, no, I certainly wouldn't I would say they were 
nationalist fanatics. I think they are being immensely 
violent to themselves. I think they are doing the most 
unnatural act. I'm sure that their act is um.... is and 
should be condemned by the Catholic Church. The
Catholic Church is being sleepy in its way, because
Catholics do not approve of suicide, and these people are 
killing themselves. And what the hell the Catholic Church 
means by condoning it, because by and large it seems to be 
condoning it. And after all these people are meant to be 
Catholics, they have a right to live, and they should allow 
themselves a right to live.] I think it's a inost disgusting" 
form of political um....expression. I dislike the hunger 
strike. I dislike intensely the organisers of it. I disliked 
Ghandi pretty much, but I still think that the Ghandi 
approach to political change is preferable, to a hunger 
strike approach to political change. So I would have 
massive civil disobedience if I were trying to effect a 
change. That does not mean to say that if I were a cool and 
quiet political assessor, that I would assess this as a 
non-effective mechanism. I think it is a very inhuman 
mechanism. I think it might be quite fun if I was a 
Machiavelli to um..., start pouring gasolene or petrol over
(D
individuals and saying, 'We’ll set one of our friends alight 
every day, until you change in public at a specified time. 
Come and watch!' Since I would hate to be the person 
who is being burned it seems a disgusting behaviour, 
because these guys are essentially being set alight very, 
very gradually. They're being burnt to death, but they are 
being burnt to death by starvation. I think it’s about the 
most inhuman piece of political struggle that I have seen, 
and I wouldn't particularlv trust the powers behind the 
powers.] 1 can see these guys, these guys could be pawnsT
the Bobby Sands of this world. Yes, they are  They
believe in it. I don't deny that. When you say, 'Are they 
prisoners of conscience?' I call them fanatics. They have 
imprisoned themselves in their own conscience. They 
have a great deal more courage than I have, to have an 
amazing will, totally amazing and impressive. It's a very 
impressive achievement. Would I give them political 
status? No, I would not. Absolutely not. Why not?.... 
I'm so unpolitical. I mean, it's hard for me to know whom 
I dislike more.. Whether I dislike the Protestants in the 
North, or the Catholics, and if it's hard for me to know 
whom I dislike more. It's harder. Certainly, I don't like 
the Protestants. Don't start getting me wrong and think I 
like them. I don't like the Catholics and I don't like the 
ftotestants, and I don't dislike either, you know. They're 
just human beings who seem to me to be behaving 
extremely cruelly to each other, extremely violently to each 
other, extremely inhumanely. I do believe that the 
Protestant majority in Northern Ireland have been 
mistreating the Catholic minority^ 1 recall, (and since itT" 
come into my head I will tell you), I recall when like the 
Moroccans or the Algerians, let’s say the Algerians; 
Algérie Française. I mean, Algeria was metropolitan 
Fmnce, then Algeria became independent. I remember 
vividly the image of this Frenchman who was a baker, 
who baked bread, who was born in Algeria. Whose 
family had lived there for hundreds of years. He was 
white of course, because he was French as opposed to 
Algerian. Just the village baker who baked a good bun. 
Anyway, when freedom came, the Algerian nationalists put 
him into his own oven and baked him." |_______
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Interviewer "Really!" Note Cognitive Complexitv n i r 2 i n i  & m  
coming from the Svnthesis Ml
"Um  I can't quite see why. I mean, the guy was born
there, and he made an honest living as anybody. Just 
made bread. The Algerians bought it, whether they were 
black or white or green. He was just a baker, but 
somehow... fAnyway, you can see where that.... 1 mean” 
in that case we've got a while so called minority ruling a 
black, (in this case Algeria, so it's not black it's Arab), 
white minority and a black... I mean, human beings can 
be amazingly cruel to each other.] I am saying, and if T
were pushed into a corner, I would No, I don't think I
could easily be pushed into a corner. I was going to say 
that if I was pushed into a corner, I think I am pretty
prejudiced against the Northern Ireland Protestants, being 
partly Scottish myself. I think they can be a pretty bleak 
and dour, and unforgiving lot, and very upright. The 
Catholics remind me more of the Malayans, a pretty
useless lo t  . Drinking themselves to death and do
   I So given those two sets of prejudices, (Laughter)”
I would have thought that unprejudiced man has done.. I 
would have thought that probably the Catholics were in the 
right, in the same way that um.... But I mean, what a 
pathetic thing to fight over. Catholic versus Protestant. It's 
probably not actually. It's probably a racialist conflict. 
It's probably some kind of a Celt versus some different 
kind of a Celt." I----------------------
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Adrian gives a very emotional answer on the hunger strikers in the Maze prison. 
In fact, his cognitive complexity is controlled by his emotions, and at times he comes 
across as being very angrv and annoved with himself and the situation. (Reference 
chapter 5.pl64). He also has an abiding concern with corrigibilitv. in that at different 
stages in his reasoning, he seems to be mentally on the alert for possible mistakes in his 
reasoning. (Reference chapter 5.pl67).
The extract is also a good example of chain cognitive complexitv. In the first 
part of his answer, he shows evidence of breadth of context and depth of nesting, and 
brings a variety of considerations to bear upon the problem. (Reference chapter 4.p79, 
80, 83, 84). There is also evidence that he struggles with the unfamiliar and engages in 
investigative reasoning, in the first three sections of his answer (i.e. (1) Breaking down,
(2) Solving and, (3) Bringing together), but by the time he gets to the end of his answer 
(i.e. (4) Synthesis), he starts to tell a story about an Algerian baker. (Reference chapter
4. pl02, 117). This story which Adrian tells by way of an example to illustrate his 
conclusion (i.e. (4) Synthesis), can also be coded (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving, (3) 
Bringing together and (4) Synthesis - thus the two examples form a cognitive complexity 
chain. This is a very effective and creative piece of true cognitive complexity. 
(Reference chapter 4 .pl06,107).
Bill
Advice to Someone Getting Married
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"A recipe for getting married. Well, the reason that I 
wouldn't want to loom into that advice giving game there, 
is that I think a lot of the major problems to do with getting 
married these days are actually sex problems. And on the 
whole, if there are for example, problems between 
husbands and wives, it may be that they're sexually 
incompatible in some way; but they actually aren't going to 
tell you that. They're going to tell you about the fact that 
the husband never pays any attention, or pushes off to the 
pub, or does this, that, or the other. And um... My own 
private view about the matter is, that there are at least four 
kinds of male and four kind of female. And the kinds of 
relationships that they will tend to form will depend..., and 
the likelihood of them surviving will depend on the kind of 
person they are. I could give you some pretty strong 
predictions about the likelihood of a handsome film star 
marrying a very attractive girl and um... you know the 
chances of that surviving are about one in a hundred I 
should think, but um.... It seems to me that at the male 
level there's what I would call the dead normal, no gender 
conflict male. Then there are a couple of kinds of male 
who do have internal gender conflicts, and these are 
roughly the skinhead types - the hippy type. The skinhead 
type is basically a person who is really trying to prove 
again and again that he is a full blooded male, either by 
racing cars, or climbing mountains or something of the
sort. Um  Or someone like Bertrand Russell riding
roughshod over a paper and pencil environment. Riding 
roughshod over that particular environment, and that you 
know, that creates enormous problems, because in the very 
act of trying to prove that you're a man by climbing 
mountains, you automatically join what's virtually a 
homosexual ^oup; because it's just all other men climbing 
mountains with you. So there are endless problems about 
this. Then there's the hippy type, which is the kind of 
person that resolves a gender conflict by moving in a more 
feminine direction. Um.... you know sort of long hair and 
picking things like interior decorating or whatever. You 
know, the basically, the effeminate male rather than the 
masculine male. And the fourth kind that Kinsey never 
mentioned, which is what I call the invert. And that's the 
person, that's the situation, that refers to the kind of person 
who is anatomically a male, but feels like a perfectly 
sanguine, you know sort of no-conflict female. You 
know, you get that sort of situation where you have a 
husband and wife who are perfectly happy, but the wife 
wears the trousers and the husband potters around doing
Interviewer
the domestic chores. It's really a sort of role reversal, but 
there's no hassle about it. You know, it's not even a point 
of comment. They're both happy about that. Now it 
seems to me that those are minimum sorts of categories. 
They have their analogies in females as well. You have the 
perfectly ordinary no gender conflict female, and you have 
the somewhat, or highly masculine female, or the highly 
effeminate female, or the, you know, like Marilyn Monroe, 
or someone like that, a sort of sugary sweet kind; who are 
actually anything but sugary sweet when you get to know 
them."
"Like Diana Dors
"And you have the invert again. And it seems to me that 
the kinds of relationships that these people form will very 
much depend on the type of person they are, and I don't 
actually see how someone from the outside without a lot of 
inside knowledge of the psychological logistics and 
dynamics of this situation can actually offer advice. You 
can certainly make suggestions about the sort of pairs that 
will go together, and you can often sense that um.... a 
couple of people are basically not suited, because they 
don't actually complement one another in the right sort of 
way. Um.... but um..| I mean if you ask me for a recipe, 
think it would certainly be possible to do a very very much 
better job than computer dating, or any outfits like that do; 
because that is just very trivial and superficial. And I think 
a lot could be done to identify the kind of, the kinds of 
proclivities and interests and so on that people have; and 
the sort of conflicts they have inside them. I think a lot 
could be done to identify those and come up with more 
accurate recommendations about the kind of person that 
one should marry. But the trouble is that people often 
don't want to recognise that in themselves you see. If a 
male is somewhat effiminate, it's the last thing he's 
prepared to admit very often. I mean, I always wanted to 
be a girl. I would have made a beautiful girl. (Laughter) 
But um... Really there aren't many people who are willing 
actually to confront these sort of problems in themselves. 
Um... but it is actually quite interesting because it's really 
the ones with gender conflict that actually have something 
to prove. Um to actually prove that they're male or to 
prove that they're not male or whatever, or female or not 
female. And of course, it's the ones that have something 
to prove that um... are actually at the leading edge in my 
opinion, of social evolution. They're the people who are 
actually trying to achieve and do things in the world. So 
um... It comes as no surprise again if you actually look at 
the biographies of great achievers, to find that there are all 
sorts of funny things about their sex lives and their 
inter-personal relationships. And one would expect that 
because um... Well, one would expect it with respect to 
um a model of that kind, but it's actuallv very difficult to 
get into that. | Certainly I wouldn't be happy about giving
matrimonial guidance because  That wasn't the
question you asked. You actually asked about people
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getting married. I wouldn't be happy about giving 
matrimonial guidance because in the first place one can't 
know about these sorts of difficulties, and um.. I don't 
think the people themselves know actually. I think what 
tends to happen is that people are aware that they're 
frustrated and angry, or whatever. They know what sorts 
of emotions they have all right, but they don't actually 
know why they have got them. Um... And it's not a 
question of people getting sort of married. The best advice 
that you could offer would be before that announcement 
was made in the form of some kind of guidance or 
self-insight, that would head them in the direction of 
finding someone that they were going to be compatible 
with, even if um... it wasn't the sort of person that perhaps 
suited their vanity. I suppose there must be lots of men 
who would like a really beautiful looking doll on their 
arms. (Laughter) That's probably the most disasterous 
sort of thing that could happen to some men and um.., to 
actually make them see that might be well worthwhile. The 
same —- presumably there are women who want a prince 
charming, but um... 11 think the real ditticulties about— 
giving advice at that level. Though one can certainly give 
advice about things like wedding arrangements, and how 
to organise the cake and how to buy a house." I _____
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Although this example does look like a sustained display of true cognitive 
complexity. Bill has already thought about the advice he would give to someone getting 
married. He came up with a whole variety of impressive-looking considerations which 
he brings to bear on the issue of marriage, in order to demonstrate the validity of his own 
preferred viewpoint. Here Bill is proudly exhibiting his solution to the problem that is 
already familiar to him, and for which he has alreadv worked out a form of solution that 
satisfies him. (Reference chapter 5.p142,143). He gives a fluent summary of Kinsey's 
ideas which he expounds in a cognitivelv clear way from memory. So Bill's ideas are in 
f^ c^t secondhand. (Reference chapter 5.pl45). Nevertheless, Bill's answer is a good 
example of systematic thinking, because it is logical and tidy, and he is also mentally on 
the alert for possible mistakes in his reasoning, i.e. he is concerned with corrigibility. 
(Reference chapter 5.pl41, 167).
2. Disjunctive Cognitive Complexitv
(a) End Categories Combined
(1) Breaking down
230
(2) Solving
(3) Bringing together )
(4) Synthesis )
Combined
Only Categories (1) and (2) clearly identifiable
Bertram
Poland
Meryiewer "Have you got any first hand information about the situation 
in Poland? For example, do you know any Polish people?"
"I do have some trivial information when I was driving 
between Oxford and Birmingham this year. I gave a lift to 
a couple of Polish students, and had a long conversation 
with them. I also have first hand information of a slightly 
different sort, in that for a long time I was very close 
friends with a family in Czechoslovakia; and it's so ..fT  
think the situation in Prague in 1967-68 and in Poland at 
the moment is sufficiently close. I think the experiences 
are sufficiently similar to say that I have a kind of though 
still vicarious, I have some sort of first hand knowledge of 
what it is like to be an ordinary family. That's an ordinarv 
family living under a people's democracy. iBufthat s all.CZ
Bertram has some appreciation of the situation in Poland (i.e.breadth of 
context), but he never actually expands these ideas and discusses them in a cognitively 
complex way. (ie. no depth of nesting). And so his answer comes to an abrupt end. In 
any case, his information is secondhand (Reference chapter 5.pl45, 148-149), and has 
been obtained form Polish students and friends.
mHobbies
231
Interviewer "You haven't got any physical activities that you indulge in?"
"I'm bone idle physically, Um... I've never engaged in 
any um.. I've never engaged in any sports. I've never 
actually had any team spirit. The day I left school I walked 
around saying 'Goodbye' to the teachers, and when I came 
to the Sports master he said, 'I don't think I know you.' I 
had to say, 'Yes, we haven't met very often'. (Laughter) 
Um... I um... have never been interested in sports. I was 
forced to engage in certain kinds of athletic activity when I 
was in the R. A.F. and did my national service, I couldn't 
get out of it then, but um.... I've never actually engaged in 
anything terribly energetic. In fact, I don't even play chess 
except with very light pieces. (Laughter) Um.... when I 
broke my legs I was advised to do lots of exercise, and I'm 
afraid I didn't do the exercises. |But as it happens the- 
exercises don't make any difference, because in spite of 
what physiotherapists say, the exercises basically only 
speed up something, only speed up recovery. They don't
make any difference between recovery and non-recoveryj_
So the fact that I now walk a bit like Donald Duck is really 
nothing to do with my laziness. It's just that my legs were 
broken and wrongly set." (Laughter) I
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Here Bill has not formulated an answer in advance about any physical activities 
which he engages in, in his spare time. He has a mental catalogue of seemingly relevant 
talking-points which he never develops in an answer to the question. (Reference 
chapter l.p3). The result is that he digresses in his thinking and ends his answer on a 
cvnical note.
Lance
Advice to Someone Getting Married
Interviewer "What are your recipes for marriage? You're not married 
yourself are you?"
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"No. Well, first of all, what I would say myself regarding 
marriage, it’s a very good point. Is this. I would say to 
the young people, and that's who matters more than 
anything, they're the future whether I like it or not. I must 
now recede to the background and I say to them, 'You 
have no future', and I say that with a capital N. You have 
no future in this present political system, and the sooner 
you either kick it in, change it, the sooner you get on with 
it. Now that is, thev are to take this authority on now - a 
major task. (Another one, the preservation of the human— 
race. To get rid of the nuclear stuff. That's the main 
problem there. And then regarding marriage. Well, to 
have marriage you need a house, you need a home, you 
need a job - right? So therefore, if they are contemplating 
marriage the first thing they've got to do really, they've got 
to sort this our politically and economically, in order to 
have a chance to have a successful marriage. Because with 
that, if you can take a wife and have children, you want a 
home for them. You want money coming in. You want a 
job. (But um... 1 personally myself^hinkTnraifisp”is== 
probably an over-rated thing. I don't know." 1
Lance has mustered up a few talking-points about marriage, but he has not 
thought about them in any logical and intelligent way, and so they come across as being 
confused and muddled. It is a good example of the kind of muddleheaded cognitive 
complexity that leads in the direction of confusion. Lance is being cognitively complex 
in a floundering sort of way. (Reference chapter 4.p87.)
(b) Middle Categories Combined
(1) Breaking down
(2) Solving )
(3) Bringing together )
(4) Synthesis
Only Categories (1) and (4) clearly identifiable.
Combined
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Bm
Balloons: Solar Energy
Interviewer "Do you see ballooning as a form of transport?"
"No, I didn't say that. Um If I weigh it up against
planes, balloons lack speed and carrying capacity; if I 
weigh them up against trains, for carrying capacity and for 
speed, they might be comparable for speed, but certainly
not for carrying capacity um if I weighed them up
against barges on canals, they again lose out on carrying 
capacity, not on speed but on carrying capacity. |T th'inik itT 
just possible that canal barges might become important 
again, but at the moment I have to admit that I see the 
canals mainly as a pleasure thing, and that I see balloons 
mainly as people carriers and certainly as not very efficient
people carriers better for pleasure. [Imean a train can go ifl— 
all weather and will have roughly the same speed." I
0
Ben does start to engage in investigative reasoning in this example, in that he 
starts to search for relevant-looking considerations to formulate an answer. But he never 
discusses these considerations in any detail (i.e. no breadth of context in Category (1) 
Breaking down), or in any depth (i.e. no depth of nesting in Categories (2) Solving and 
(3) Bringing together), so his answer ends up rather like a shopping list. Ben's answer 
displays a kind of evaluative cognitive complexity.
(c) Beginning Categories Combined
(1) Breaking down )
Combined
(2) Solving )
(3) Bringing together
(4) Synthesis
Only Categories (3) and (4) clearly identifiable.
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Bm
Violence on TV
Ben talking about his three year old daughter watching a TV programme called 
"Blake's Seven".
"What I would rather do would be to just make it clear to 
her that it is in her power to switch that stuff off, most of it 
is just fantasy, make believe, on the other hand, I don't 
want to protect her from it, what I want to do is vaccinate 
her against it, and this is the only way I can see to do it, 
it's there, it's in real life as well and very many times, not 
always, but very many times if you can just go calm in a 
violent situation then you yourself might help to cool it, 
and so I don't think that I'm doing an unfortunate thing by 
teaching her that she can switch if off, because in the end, I 
reckon that if you're in a violent situation yourself the only 
way that you can get out of it, if you are not possessed of 
massive physical strength is if you actually somehow 
change your perceptions of the situation so that you can 
give a response that you wouldn't have given otherwise 
and that might influence it, it's dicev and it's dodgv and it 
might not workj but I see no other way and I don't think 
that teaching her to switch off the set actually is in 
opposition to that, I think it's in some harmony and in 
parallel with it. [ So in that respect it’s no problem, 1 don'r 
treat it as a subject in itself, all I do is try to be absolutely 
certain that the channels of communication between me and 
her watching the set are fully open so that she and I 
together, or eventually she by herself, can respond to the 
situation as her feelings indicate are healthy."
Here Ben is creating a way in which he can indirectly control what programmes 
his young daughter watches on television. He is trying to avoid being authoritarian by 
telling her to switch off, what he sees, as unsuitable programmes, whilst at the same 
time not adopting a liberal approach and letting her watch anything that she chooses. 
Ben's creative approach (Reference chapter 4.pl06, chapter 5.pl54), means that he 
displays little evidence of breadth of context and depth of nesting in his answer (which is 
novel compared to the other subjects), which means that he is not truly cognitively 
complex with respect to Categories (1) Breaking down and (2) Solving.
3. Borderline Cognitive Complexitv
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(a) Last three Categories Combined
(1) Breaking down
(2)
(3)
(4)
Solving
Bringing together ) Combined 
)
Synthesis )
Only Category (1) is clearly identifiable.
Bertram
Poland
Interviewer "Do you see that the situation in Poland at the moment, has 
dramatically improved from a few weeks ago?"
"No. I don't think objectively that it has improved. When 
I said that I didn't understand exactly what you meant by, 
'How do I see the situation in Poland?' is this, that I could 
imagine a number of different ways of answering your 
question. I mean, one could say, 'Well, I see the situation 
in Poland as pre-revolutionary. You know, one expects 
some kind of over-throw of the Polish state. That would 
be one way of saying that I see it by looking forward to 
some situation. Right. Another way of answering your 
question o f , 'How do I see it?' is to say, 'Well, I see it as 
a culmination of historical tendencies, and these sort of 
historical tendencies. Nationalism, Catholicism, the 
inability of the Communist party in the past to impose a 
moral authority on the Polish people? And it seems to me 
that there are two entirely different kinds of wavs of 
answering the question, 'How do I see it?'FSo I suppose 
see it in both ways really. Both as a culmination of 
historical tendencies, and as a preliminary to some major 
alteration in the relationship between the state and civil 
society in Poland." I _____
0
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Bertram's answer on the situation in Poland displays a good example of 
Category (1) Breaking down, because it shows breadth of context. (Reference chapter
4.p79). As there is no depth of nesting (Reference chapter 4.p80) in the answer, it 
cannot be called cognitively complex. However, Bertram does bring a variety of 
considerations to bear upon the problem (Reference chapter 4.p83-84), but does not 
investigate them in any depth, (i.e. no investigative reasoning, hence Categories (2) 
Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis are combined.)
Arthur
Hobbies
Interviewer "Have you got any hobbies, or pastimes, or things that you do 
when you are not at the Open University? Things that really 
touch you and turn you on?"
"Um.... a lot of them neglected and you know, retirement 
is a time when a lot of them might come up again. But 
um.... Yes, I walk a lot. I've never been a rock climber, 
but I do like to go walking, and I'm still very active in that.
I fish a bit you know. I've fished from boyhood and still
do so occasionally. Um. I have been a   take
a fair amount of sport. Sort of active team games and so 
on have long since gone, but I walk and swim and so on. 
I was a moderate player of the violin, and might come back 
to that. I used to paint quite a lot when I was in a routine. 
job. I might come back down to that also.| So yes. I've"
got a lot of things to turn to um   and you know, I
don't think I'm ever bored in such leisure time that has 
come to me since I became an academic, and I don't expect 
to be bored in retirement." 1------- --------
<D
Here Arthur starts to break down (i.e. Category (1)) the problem into parts and 
to investigate them to some extent, (i.e. breadth of context.) But when he does, he 
seems ridden with doubts and misgivings about which hobbies he might take up again in 
retirement. He seems too hesitant to discuss them in any depth (i.e. Categories (2) 
Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis are combined), with the result that his
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answer has a dithering feel about it. (Reference chapter l.p3.)
(b) First Three Categories combined
(1) Breaking down
(2) Solving
(3) Bringing together )
(4) Synthesis
)
) Combined 
)
Only Category (4) is clearly identifiable.
Robert
Mv Job
Interviewer "Can you outline a little bit of what you think your job at the Open University 
entails?"
"I think I want to say are general things to begin with. I
think that the purpose of teaching  I'm not sure what
teaching means. I really don't know how you teach things 
and I don't know how people learn things. I don't think 
that very many people do, and I think that characters or 
institutes, or institutions that try to quantify this in some 
way, are just talking a lot of nonsense; because people 
don't really know what these terms mean. So I use them 
very carefully, but I think that probably what I am trying to 
do when teaching History is in a sense teaching people 
how to read; and that's all. Um.... Okay, so that's the 
very general thing. Specifically about the Open 
University, alright, I write units, I help administer courses,
I sit on exam boards. Um  I head a research group. I
am involved in making proposals for new courses. An 
important part of the idea in fact, is thinking up new ideas 
of how we might do this that or the other thing. I teach at 
summer schools, I do a great number of day schools, 
partly in order to give them the benefit of my presence, and 
partly to just find out what's in fact going on with courses, 
because not enough central academics know very much 
about how the courses they produce actually get taught. I 
do a very considerable amount of research, both within the
context of this research group that I am heading, and 
outside it, and I consider that also as part of my O.U. 
work, because I think that it's important that the various 
disciplines, in my case the History discipline, develop for 
itself a profile, a research profile; which is recognised 
outside the university. So they say; 'Ah, History at the
O.U., they're doing X.Y.Z,' and maybe make a name for 
ourselves. Being able to comment upon the work of 
colleagues, particular things which other people write for 
courses, with which I am associated. Pulling my weight 
as far as I can, with the various administrative tasks I'm 
given within the faculty and outside of it. 11 think that's”" 
roughly what it is. I can't remember precisely terms and 
conditions, but I think that is about as close as you'd get.L_
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Here Robert starts to break down into different areas exactly what he thinks his 
job involves at the Open University, (i.e. evidence of breadth of context.) However, he 
does not go on to discuss each facet of his job in any detail or in any depth (i.e. no 
evidence of depth of nesting), the result being that the points which he does make 
become part of a shopping list, and very little cognitive complexity is displayed, (i.e. 
Categories (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving and (3) Bringing together are combined.)
4. No Cognitive Complexitv
All Four Categories Combined
(1) Breaking down
(2) Solving
(3) Bringing together
(4) Synthesis
Combined
No Category clearly identifiable
Robert
Violence on TV
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Interviewer "Have you any views Robert about violence in television 
programmes?"
"I don’t have a television and couldn't care less." 
Interviewer "You don't watch television at all?"
"No."
Interviewer "Do you go to films at all at the cinema?"
"I used to before our daughter was bom, but since she has 
been bom I haven't had a chance."
Interviewer "At that particular time did you feel that films were violent?"
"Not the ones that I went to see particularly."
Interviewer "I mean you don't watch television at all?"
"I don't have a television to watch."
Meiyiewer "Oh, I see, so you are not aware of the programmes that are 
on? I mean, would you say for example that sports like karate 
or boxing are tantamount to fringe violence?"
"It's not something I particularly think about. I guess I 
would rather have them punching each other in a ring than 
starting wars. But that's the way I feel about Germans 
driving on an autobahn. I mean "
Interviewer "You've not actually thought about that question at all."
"No. It doesn't bother me....really." _____________
In this example, Robert's very short and sharp answers show that he is not the 
slightest bit interested in discussing violence on television. Hence no cognitive 
complexity is displayed (i.e. Categories (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving, (3) Bringing 
together and (4) Synthesis are combined), and Robert comes across as being cognitively 
arrogant.
John
Hunger Strikers
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Interviewer "Fairly recently, I think it was over the weekend, a hunger 
strike came to an end in the Maze prison. Up until the time it 
was called off, would you have said that these prisoners should 
have been given political status?"
"Well, I'm clearly not going to answer that question.
You'll expect from what I've said before, um  I would
answer it only indirectly in terms of what I..., what I think 
the government ought to have done; given my 
interpretation of what they are seeking. That to me 
consists of my putting myself in the government's shoes, 
assessing the different um.... outcomes they're seeking, in 
terms of what is likely to happen if they do this or don't do 
that. What are the political consequences? And in a word 
seeking what was the rational strategy for them. In other
words, I suppose you know  It is quite interesting why
I don't offer an answer. It is that I think I don't offer an 
answer except in a decision situation. In other words, I 
have a lot of... on a lot of these issues I have a lot, far too 
much actually, information floating around in my mind.
Um  But it's never .......  , it takes I think a
probabalistic form, even on the value side, you know. I 
may.... I'm not certain about my preferences or my values 
always, so until I would actually have to take a decision 
which is of real consquence to me, I don't necessarily have
a position. And um  I only realised what my position
was after, having being committed to it by a decision. And 
the decision would be I suppose, to be put on the spot 
about what my view is, and in circumstances other than
this sort of one. I may not be able to um  be as
evasive as I am here. Although this would be my better, 
more correct report, then if I was suddenly confronted on 
television; with a necessity to give an answer to that 
particular question." —
John refuses to give an answer on the hunger strikers, because he maintains that
he has "far too much............ information floating around in his (my) head." In this
respect he is complicating the situation, by trying to marshal a whole variety of 
considerations to cope with the problem. (Reference chapter 4.p87.) He is displaying a 
wariness and a defensiveness which is quite unwarranted in this interview situation. 
(Reference chapter4.pl 12.) What is actually called for is a straightforward approach to 
formulate a solution to the problem, if he has not already thought about the topic before
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and worked out an answer which is acceptable to him. John’s complex justification of 
why he does not answer the question, means that he is unable to display any true 
cognitive complexity.
Bertram
Advice to Someone Getting Married
Interviewer "Right Bertram, have you got any advice for someone getting 
married?"
"No. None whatsoever."
Interviewer "Would you give any advice?"
"Not in the abstract. No."
Interviewer "I mean, you do advocate people getting married as opposed to 
living together?"
"No. I don't have any feelings one way or another."
Interviewer "It doesn't particularly matter. You've not actually thought 
about it or considered it?"
No."
Bertram's answer shows that he has no shred of interest in the topic of 
marriage, and so does not offer any answer at all. (i.e. Categories (1) Breaking down,
(2) Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) Synthesis are combined). The extract is a 
very good example of no cognitive complexity.
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5. Secondhand Cognitive Complexity
Evidence pf mçmpnged facts and regurgitated arguments and ideas 
Categories (1) Breaking down, (2) Solving, (3) Bringing together and (4) 
Synthesis are not identified, as this is the subject of another thesis. Three extracts are 
included in this analysis for the sake of completeness.
Arthur
Third World
Arthur talking about local tribal groups in India.
Interviewer "Does a similar situation exist in Africa?"
"I don't really know um.... You know. I've stepped foot 
on the African continent but don't really know it. I know 
something about Africa because geographers of my 
generation knew something about most places. I can't 
really pretend to be anything like up to date, but I would 
guess that there is something in common. I think there are 
common elements across the Third World, and I would 
guess that, 'Yes', something like that, is the unsolved 
problem, and it is the problem in part of sort of internal 
colonialism if you like. Where under whatever political 
regime, the cities and the most developed parts really act 
like colonial powers in relation to the less developed parts.
You know I recall my daughter coming back, my older 
daughter coming back from two years V.S.O. work in 
Nigeria, and saying, 'What a shower of racist bastards 
they are out there'."
A good example of secondhand cognitive complexity, which shows that 
Arthur's knowledge about Africa comes from his academic studv of it as a geographer, 
and from remarks made by his daughter who has visited the country. (Reference chapter
5.pl48-149).
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Derrick
Hunger Strikers
Derrick gives an example of Wolf Tone, an eighteenth-century Irishman, in 
answer to the question of whether the hunger strikers in the Maze prison in Belfast 
should be given political status.
Interviewer "Wolf Tone. Is that two names?"
"Yes, it's his name, his full name. During the Napoleonic 
Wars, he founded a society called the United Irishmen, 
directed against British rule in Ireland, and which favoured 
home rule for Ireland. At that stage Ireland had only 
recently ceased to have a separate parliament in Dublin, had 
this parliament emerged by an act of union, but the 
parliament which did that, the original Irish parliament, 
was very unrepresentative by our standards; very much 
was the parliament of the Protestants. To start with 
Catholics were forbidden to hold seats in parliament, 
because they couldn't take the oath of loyalty. Only 
members of the Protestant Churches could take the oath of 
loyalty to the English king, and so consequently it was 
predominantly a Protestant Landowner Parliament, and of 
course the vote, as in this country, was restricted on a 
property franchise. It was not an open vote for everybody.
It was limited to males who were over twenty-one years 
old, and held the appropriate amount of property. So that 
it was resented by many Irishmen when the parliaments 
merged. Wolf Tone was in fact himself a Protestant, but 
he formed a separate Irish organisation the United Irishmen 
which was sympathetic, not to Catholicism, but to the 
French revolution; and this was in the 1790's. So 
obviously it put him at immediate loggerheads with the 
British Government, which was at war with France - 
Revolutionary France. The British in fact suppressed it, 
and after the Napoleonic Wars, the British reorganised the 
Irish police system to create a unified system of a single 
para-military police force. I mean this is again something 
which is often forgotten, when you talk about Ireland, and 
that is that they have never had an unarmed civilian police 
force in Ireland; except the Dublin Metropolitan Police.
The police force in Ireland, the old Royal Irish 
Constabulary, were an armed force. They didn't simply 
carry guns as an American police man did. They lived in 
barracks scattered about the countryside. They operated as 
a para-military and not as a civilian police force. This is 
the great difference that is often missed because during the 
late part of the nineteenth-century they wore very similar 
uniforms to English police, but they differed in that every 
Irish policeman had a rifle and bayonet. Places like police
244
stations were equipped with small pieces of artillery and 
later on machine guns. They were designed to hold down 
an occupied population, and consequently towards the end 
of the nineteenth-century at the beginning of the First 
World War, the para-military organisations grew in 
Ireland, and there’s now two separate ones; the Ulster 
Volunteers, who are largely Protestant and Loyalist, and 
the Irish volunteers, who are largely Catholic and 
Republican. They openly paraded with fire arms before 
the First World War, so the tradition of armed force in 
Irish politics runs much deeper than most English people 
realise. The enormous tradition of uprisings certainly the 
famine of the 1840's through to the turn of the century, 
there were incoherent uprisings in Ireland. The peasants, 
which the Royal Irish Constabulary as it then was, was 
forced specifically to repress, it was not formed to hand 
out parking tickets or um..catch burglars, primarily it was 
formed to repress. Before becoming the Irish 
Constabulary, it’s original title was, 'The Law and Order 
Corps' or 'The Peace Keeping Corps', and it was designed 
as a mobile para-military force; which the authorities could 
call in when the local population got out of hand. And this 
is the function they've had for many many years "
Lance
Mv Job
Lance talking about his leather crafts.
"Yes, well what has actually happened you see, I have got 
two leather crafts and they're distinct as chalk and cheese. 
Though they are in leather they're two separate crafts. One 
is a modem craft if you like, in that I make these handbags, 
belts and all that. You could call that a bread and butter 
craft. And then I have my ancient craft of mediaeval 
leather vessels. Now to get the record straight, and so 
we'll put it straight. We'll put it like this. What do you 
mean by 'Bombard'? What do you mean by mediaeval 
leather vessels? What do you mean by 'Bombard' and 
'Black-jack'? Now we'll put it to you very quickly. We 
had the Norman conquest, and on their horses they had 
skins with water and wine. A hundred years after the 
conquest the English looked at this and said, 'We can do 
better, why don't we drink our of leather?' So they learnt 
a process of hardening that leather to make it really solidly 
hard which is a mediaval secret kept from father to son of 
the guilds, and then they founded a form of lacquer that 
would seal it; and now hence therefore was to develop an 
elite piece of culture in the history of the world. Never
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before or since man in my country was going to drink 
predominantly from leather. You'd be surprised how few 
Englishmen know that part of their history. And when 
William Shakespeare was around in his plays, he was 
writing about every day events, which a lot of us have 
read, are hidden the following words: 'Bombard', 
'Black-jack', 'Costell'. Shakespeare himself was drinking 
from a Black-jack. That was a common leather vessel. 
Now they were still drinking out of leather until about 
1700, 1750. One might therefore, ask what put an end to 
it. It was only to the domination of pewter. And it wasn't 
made again until the advent of my life. The complete 
mastery of this craft again. It's taken me nineteen years, 
and my God I've had to pay a price to learn it. So here is 
this craft all intact again on Bodmin Moors. So I cannot 
put that strong enought to you. So people you know, to 
put it to you, this is what has actually taken place, and 
what will happen to the craft in the event of my death I 
don't know. It depends from now on how society reacts 
towards me. I don't think I am a selfish person. I've 
never wanted to adhere to that type of thing. I'd love to 
pass it on and give it to people. And um therefore I've got 
my two crafts you see. My ancient craft, the ancient 
mediaeval craft and my other craft. So that's "
These two examples contain evidence of Derrick's and Lance's reading of 
history books, and the ideas expressed are largely secondhand. (Reference chapter
5.pl45, 148-149.) Derrick complicates his answer on the hunger strikers by bringing in 
every possible fact he can remember about the history of Ireland (Reference chapter
4.p87, chapter 5.pl36, 142-143), and Lance waffles his way through a convoluted 
account of the history of the Bombard and Blackjack, which he has gleaned from 
textbooks.
Problems with the Analvsis
There were three problems with the main analysis. These were:
1. The Tip-of-the-Iceberg Phenomenon
As I was analysing the transcripts with respect to the category combinations and 
types of cognitive complexity displayed, I noticed several occasions where a subject's
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thoughts came to the surface momentarily only to disappear again. This phenomenon 
arose on the occasions when he realised that he had digressed in his thinking, or when 
he was attempting to formulate an answer to the question he had been asked. It was a 
type of investigative reasoning which I called the tin-of-the-iceberg phenomenon. An 
example of this phenomenon, can be found in Bill's discussion on the topic of 'advice to 
someone getting married'.
"Certainly I wouldn't be happy about giving matrimonial
guidance because  That wasn't the question you
asked. You actually asked about people getting married. I 
wouldn't be happy about giving matrimonial guidance 
because in the first place one can't know about these sorts
of difficulties, and um  I don't think the people
themselves know actually, um "
2. "It Takes One to Know One"
A subject like Mark often came up with so many strikingly intelligent and 
creative ideas during the '8 Topic Interview', that it was sometimes very difficult to 
assess the type of cognitive complexity that he was displaying. At times he could be 
exceedingly subtle in his arguments, and I had to guard against dismissing his thinking 
as being confused, (i.e. a subtle thinker can usually be recognised and appreciated only 
by another thinker who is no less subtle - "it takes one to know one".) There were 
times when I got lost in Mark's arguments, purely because I did not have the range of 
concepts that was in his possession. However, these problems of interpretation were 
finally overcome by my re-reading particular passages in Mark's transcript about 20-30 
times, and then I had a good idea about what he was actually saying - not what I thought 
he was saying.
3. Methods of Graphing Results
The '8 Topic Interview', like the early experiments I carried out, was not of the
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conventional hypothesis - testing kind, because it was geared towards an exemplification 
of cognitive complexity to support my re-conceptualisation of it, which I had discussed 
in chapter 4. Therefore, there was no point in subjecting the interview data to any 
multivariate statistical procedures and correlational analyses. Instead, I collated the 
information about the types of cognitive complexity exhibited by the subjects into tables 
and a graph, and from these I could note how many constituents of cognitive complexity 
(like incisiveness, muddled thinking, dithering, etc.) the subjects had displayed during 
the interview. These findings helped to substantiate the unobtrusive observations about 
cognitive complexity from the early experiments discussed in chapter 5, and these 
findings also support the validity of the methodology proposed and adopted in chapter 6.
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CHAPTER 8
CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER DIRECTIONS
In this thesis Cognitive Complexity has been redefined as:
the name give to a mode of mental functioning that arises when 
an attempt is made to solve unfamiliar problems by bringing a 
variety of different considerations to bear upon them.
This definition carefully avoids describing cognitive complexity as being an 
ability, or construct, or disposition, or trait, or information-processing variable, etc. 
What it does say is something more straightforward. If a person is bringing a variety of 
considerations to bear upon problems that confront him, then that person is ipso facto 
functioning in a cognitively complex manner. In the very act of trying to bring a variety 
of different considerations to bear upon some particular problem or problems, a person 
by this definition goes into a cognitively complex mode of functioning. Cognitive 
complexity is also a pre-condition for trying to solve problems in such a way. A person 
who is unable to bring a variety of different considerations to bear upon a given problem 
is not capable of exhibiting this kind of cognitive complexity that I am talking about. 
Thus there is a tacit symmetry built into my definition. The lack of an ability to bring 
multiple considerations to bear upon a problem implies an inability to be cognitively 
complex with respect to that problem. And vice-versa. This is a "newsworthy" 
conceptual finding which has not been formulated by previous researchers.
The methodology developed for the fieldwork and the analysis was aimed at 
conceptual clarification of cognitive complexity. The experimental fieldwork was geared 
towards conceptual clarification rather than hypothesis-testing, because my primary 
interest was to gain insights into what cognitive complexity is and how it might best be 
researched. The unobtrusive observation of cognitive complexity in various naturalistic 
situations e.g. groups of people talking in a coffee bar, led to the development of the
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in-depth interview situation (the '8 Topic Interview'), in which subjects were asked 
questions about different topics, and encouraged to talk about them at length and in detail 
with no time constraints; in order to enable cognitive complexity to be displayed.
Developing the Methodologv
To build on the foundations laid in this research, the methodology needs to be 
developed to show the importance of cognitive complexity in the general field of 
psychology, with respect to how people solve problems, react and operate in everyday 
life. The first issue that the methodology will need to address is that of self-awareness,
i.e. the extent to which people are aware of their own complex mental functioning, as a 
first step to being able to control their cognitive complexity. Are people aware or not of 
when they are being cognitively complex? It is difficult to test a person's awareness 
without interfering with their display of cognitive complexity. In seeking to establish 
how aware subjects are of their own cognitive complexity, we are asking them to engage 
in a form of fîntrospection. Introspection was the tool of William James (1890), and 
went out of favour during the behaviourist dominance of psychology. In spite of the 
inherent difficulties as a method, it has to some extent been revived, albeit under 
different names with the cognitive revolution in psychology, usually dated from the 
work of Neisser (1967).
Awareness of mental functioning can be important for practical decisions and 
problem-solving, but it can also distort the pattern of mental functioning displayed. A 
person who is aware of complex mental functioning is able to restrict the field. The 
cognitively complex person who can and does see the wood for the trees, is usually 
positive in his approach to solving everyday problems. This positive cognitive 
complexity can be purely diagnostic, or diagnostic plus productive, i.e. the cognitive 
complexity which leads to the actual solution of problems. The person who has purely 
diagnostic cognitive complexity is rather like President Carter, who was reputed to
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understand the complexities of world problems better, probably than most Presidents, 
but found great difficulty in reaching decisions.
People are aware to a greater or lesser extent of their mental functioning in 
various situations in everyday life. What is required is a methodology in which a person 
has to assess his or her own mental functioning, when faced with solving a complex 
problem. In this way, it is possible to distinguish between effective cognitive 
complexity (which is positive and purposeful), which attempts to cope with the 
complexities of life, and the kind of useless cognitive complexity which is compromising 
and negative, and only leads to comparison. For example, from the '8 Topic Interview' 
Mark was so subtle and cognitively complex, that it took another person who was 
equally subtle and cognitively complex to understand him. He was cognitively complex 
all of the time, and the subtlety of his complexity might lead one to ask: "Is cognitive 
complexity a good thing?"
In order to cope with people like Mark, the techniques need to be developed to 
include some introspection on the subject's part. They would be asked to assess 
whether they had displayed any cognitive complexity, in their answer on a particular 
topic. This self-assessment is the extent to which a person himself, sees himself as 
coming across as cognitively complex in an interview situation. A defect in this 
approach, is that it relies on a great deal of inner perception and honesty, on the part of 
the subjects. Finally, the subjects could assess their own self-assessment of a particular 
topic, in which they say they have displayed cognitive complexity. Here, the question 
arises as to what criteria they use to assess themselves. It may not be possible for the 
subjects to solve the problems that they are given, and attend to their cognitive 
complexity which is simultaneously occurring.
Chance interactional factors which occur in real-life situations need carefully 
relating to research methodology. For example, one of the topics in the '8 Topic 
Interview' was 'Advice to Someone Getting Married'. A subject who has been happily
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married for years, would give a very different answer to a subject who has undergone a 
recent divorce or separation. In order to minimize these 'accidental' or 'chance' 
environmental factors, the experimenter needs to know his subjects fairly well. He can 
then distinguish between subjects who are genuinely cognitively complex, and subjects 
who are not. The experimenter needs to identify and allow for differences in external 
circumstances, particularly those affecting the emotions, which influence mental 
functioning.
Cues and cue awareness was considered by Parlett (1974), in his work on 
students' approaches to grading and examinations. Parlett found that students varied in 
the importance which they attached to 'cues', sent out by staff about examinations. 
Some students were merely aware of the cues ('cue-conscious'), other students actively 
looked for cues ('cue-seekers'), and a third group of students were not aware of any 
cues at all ('cue-deaf). In research into cognitive complexity, the issues and the 
relevance of these categories is whether their cognitive complexity is self-contained, 
isolated from reality, or does it inter-relate with the circumstances in which decisions 
have to be made? These issues are important to a consideration of the nature of cognitive 
complexity, i.e. is cognitive complexity a self-contained dimension of mental 
functioning, or does it relate to real-life?
How the experimenter actually tests a subject's cue awareness with respect to 
cognitive complexity, depends on the situation. For example, a subject who was 
emotionally involved in the situation in Ireland a few years ago, would probably have a 
high level of cognitive complexity with respect to his opinions on how the hunger 
strikers should be treated. Other subjects, who did not identify with the Irish situation in 
anyway, would probably indicate a low level of cognitive complexity. In everyday life, 
some people are so busy playing the game, that they are not aware of when they are 
being cognitively complex, and when they are not. My experimental fieldwork has 
shown that some people are cognitively complex with respect to their hobbies. On other
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issues, such as the situation in Poland, these people display cognitive simplicity. There 
is an analogy in the inner conceptual consistency of cognitive complexity, to work on 
learning styles. Marton and Saljo (1976a, 1976b) found in their work on deep and 
surface approaches to learning a text, that the learner can adopt both strategies on the 
same occasion. With respect to cognitive complexity, a person can be cognitively 
complex right across the board on one occasion, but display both cognitive complexity 
and cognitive simplicity at another time, i.e. cognitive complexity can be 
situation-specific.
In summary, the methodology for studying cognitive complexity needs to be 
developed to include introspection on the subject's part, in order to identify why people 
are not consistently cognitively complex all of the time. Although it is impossible to 
check on the reliability of the introspections of subjects, their reports would indicate 
whether they are aware of when they are being cognitively complex, i.e. if they are 
cue-conscious.
Applving the Methodologv
The interview situation in which I identified five types of cognitive complexity, 
namely true, disjunctive, borderline, no cognitive complexity and second-hand cognitive 
complexity, is an artificial situation, and the methodology needs to be developed so that 
it can be apphed in real-life situations; in which people are facing complex decisions. Is 
cognitive complexity as I have redefined it, a useful predisposition in explaining how 
people solve problems, react and operate in real-life situations? In very complex 
situations, do the people attempting to operate in them display cognitive complexity?
Research into cognitive complexity needs to be carried out in real-life situations, 
such as the teacher solving problems in the classroom. Here the teacher will have to 
cope with problems relating to the teachèçof a particular subject, including content.
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level, presentation and teaching medium, discipline and attitude of the students or pupils, 
teaching environment, availability of necessary equipment, etc. The teacher will either 
solve these problems effortlessly, with effort, or will not solve them at all. Some of 
these problems, such as deciding which teaching technique to use, require more simple 
decisions. The teacher who can be cognitively complex or cognitively simple depending 
on the situation, will be effective in solving problems at many different levels in 
education.
The usefulness of cognitive complexity in this situation, could be developed into 
a long-term project (over 5-10 years), in which two or three teachers are interviewed 
about the kinds of problems they have to deal with in the classroom. For example, the 
teachers could be interviewed at regular intervals during the time they are probationary 
year teachers, teachers with special responsibilities, heads of department, etc. The 
interviews could take the same procedure as the '8 Topic Interview', but would be 
longer and in greater detail. An in-depth analysis of the interview transcripts, would 
include the categorisation of the types of cognitive complexity already identified, as weU 
as a search for new evidence of cognitive complexity, e.g. breadth of context and depth 
of nesting. To give validity to my research findings, other people could act as 
independent judges, of the types of cognitive complexity displayed by my subjects.
Another example of a real-life situation in which people display cognitive 
complexity, is in the money market in the City. Here people are conducting very 
complex transactions between foreign banks, and are involved in making complex 
decisions. Is cognitive complexity of any use in this situation? Another example would 
be the entrepreneur who is faced with making a great deal of complex decisions, when 
he starts up a business from scratch. For example, where does he obtain the money to 
buy premises, recruit staff at a salary he can afford and secure clients to buy his product? 
How does he cover marketing costs, monitor the turnover of business, consider projects 
for expansion and deal with man-management problems? These are situations which call
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for the kind of cognitive complexity that leads to clarity, and not the cognitive complexity 
that leads to confusion. The person who is unable to make a decision in these situations 
(i.e. the "dithering" kind) is likely to go out of business overnight.
A different kind of cognitive complexity is required by Senior Officers of the 
London Fire Brigade, who prepare contingency plans for major disasters, e.g. 
(hypothetically) two jumbo jets colliding over Richmond, or the Moorgate underground 
disaster. The thinking of these officers has to be very incisive and clear, as they map out 
a variety of procedures to be followed depending on the nature of the disaster. The 
Officers cannot be like President Carter, who although he was good at identifying the 
complexities of world problems, was unable to make decisions. The officer-in-charge at 
a major disaster has to identify the complexities of the problem, see the wood for the 
trees, and make an on the spot decision about the number of pumps and other 
equipment, he will require to deal effectively with the situation. The contingency plan 
which he adopts in the first place may change as the situation changes around him, and 
this is where cognitive complexity is of use. The officer who is diagnostic and 
productive in his cognitive complexity, will think ahead to possible problems that could 
occur, if the contingency plan he has adopted fails, due to circumstances beyond his 
control. In this situation, the officer has to act very quickly. For example, he has to 
think of possible gas explosions, escape of toxic chemicals, evacuation of members of 
the public, the need for more men, equipment in the wrong place, the need for other 
emergency services, etc. A series of interviews with Officers who have been involved in 
planning, or taking part in major disasters such as the Moorgate underground disaster, 
would provide valuable evidence about cognitive complexity.
Cognitive complexity is thus a vital subject for future research, because it is an 
important dimension of a person's mental functioning, when they are attempting to solve 
problems in everyday life. The world is a complex place and people are complex beings, 
who are complex in the way they operate. Often the situation is very complex around
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them, and yet people seem to cope with the problems without much effort. Does the 
situation become simple when it becomes routine? In a complex situation, like a 
take-over bid for a company which involves dealing with complex issues and complex 
people, does the decision have to be complex? It may be the case in this situation, that a- 
lot could be said for cognitive simplicity, i.e. a straightforward decision with no strings 
attached. The person who recognises that a cognitively simple decision would be 
beneficial to his business in this case, is displaying his cognitive complexity by the fact 
that he has arrived at this "simple" solution. Thus cognitive complexity is a useful 
dimension of mental functioning, which has implications on the way people solve 
problems in everyday situations, as well as more complex problems associated with 
education, business, industry and technology.
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In te rv iew er
T R A N S C R I P T  1
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  Adr ia n
O.K. then  A d ' n how do you see  the  p resen t s i tu a t io n  in Poland?
A d r i a n  Pm actually very interested in it. I’m not usually very,involved
in politics and I’ve paid a lot more attention to the Polish 
situation than I would normally be expected; than I would
normally expect myself to do. I’ve been very moved by a 
Polish film that showed the negotiation between the Polish 
Central Committee, or the communist party machine, and 
Solidarity. It must have been a film taken and was only 
released in this new freedom thing. It was a beautiful...
Interviewer Was it? this was fairly recently?
Ad r ia n It was about three week ago and I was ... I’ve also been
spending a lot of time with a Russian girl, and she and I
watched it just talking about the hopelessness of anything 
comparable to that happending in Russia. She’s a dissident so 
a very interesting perspective to be watching a Polish film, 
and maybe because of her I’ve been more interested in Poland;
, but that’s one factor. Also, I admire the Pope for the delicate
role that he has been taking, and I admire the Solidarity
leader, I personally thought that they had gone a little bit 
too far by challenging workers in Russia to join them, I thought 
that was pushing their luck. urn... I remember the build up 
for the Russian forces on the edges of Poland; and essentially 
the West doesn’t want Russia to invade Poland, I thought (for 
the first time I thought) my God you know we are conceivably 
on the edge of a war, because here is Reagan feeling that he 
can’t control things at home and that idiots are causing him 
great physical pain personally - he’s a sick old man is Reagan
E rratum
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Interviewer Oh really. Was it shown here?
A d r ia n It was shown on B.B.C. like one or two, and would totally not 
have been allowed out before Solidarity came into existence 
and caused greater freedom to happen. So it's part of what 
the B.B.C. managed to show whilst thanks to Solidarities, and 
it was... anyway in the middle of that film suddenly someone 
called out "let us pray" and um.. there were the workers, 
who were all locked in because they were on strike, and 
families were sort of coming and bringing them food and it 
was all weU organised. But when it was time for prayer and 
they thought it was time for prayer -  they prayed. The prayed 
to Mary the mother of Poland, and for the first time I had 
a sense of enormous potential political power of the unifying 
power of a church. It doesn't matter what church. But I 
would understand how terrifying that expression of loving unity, 
praying to Mary mother of Poland, praying to the brotherhood 
of aU Polish people, praying for peace, praying that this strike 
should not end in bloodshed and there is a tremendous unity 
based on love, and that is a force that is quite hard politically. 
It was so obviously not bourgois, some of the workers were 
in tears towards the end of the film, tears that (I remember 
one of the old workers saying "you mean people actually care 
how we the workers live, they care whether we have decent 
conditions for work") because it certainly didn't seem as if 
the pesent management of Poland cared. So that's how in a 
nut-shell I'm viewing Poland - I... I'm aware that the second 
meeting of congress is happening. I believe it to be happening.
I hope it's happening. But I don't buy a newspaper.
Interviewer You watch televsion do you?
A d r ia n I watch the news and I borrow a friend’s newspaper and if I 
see something on Poland I tend to read it and um ’The Guardian’ 
in brackets ’The Times’ and ’The Sun’ for the third page.... 
That’s my reading.
VIOLENCE ON TELEVISION
Interviewer Thanks Ad’ni Right to change the subject, have you got any 
views on violence on television.
A d r i a n I watch quite a lot of violence on television. I’m quite addicted 
to it.
Interviewer What television or the violence?
A d r i a n I’ll ten you what I’m addicted to, I was addicted to ’Kojak’
Interviewer Oh yes, yes.
Adrian Last night I did not watch ’The Rockford Files’, the previous 
week I did watch them and the newspaper description talked 
about some adaptation from someone linked to the authorship 
of ’Jaws’, which is a ...’Jaws’ is a movie of sharks eating 
people.
Interviewer That 's  right yes, I think there 's  Maws I' and Maws II'.
A d r ia n Yeah, I have not watched Maws I' nor Maws II' and that movie, 
I was expecting it to be violent and it wasn't very violent, 
there was a totally unnecessary... the mental age of that story 
was so bad that I turned it off last night. I had to watch it 
through to the end the previous week, God it remained bad! 
it was a .... um what's the word it's not word plagiarism but 
some other word, it's kind of a ... they didn't manage to get 
any conception, yes it was violent but not it was so clearly 
fake it was just boring.
Interviewer Artificial violence?
A d r i a n Yes it was pretty....
Interviewer That's not really right either um.
A d r i a n It's certainly...
Interviewer Make believe.
A d r i a n Yes, I mean there were black people being eaten by sharks. 
But, I mean they were such wickedly black people. Obviously 
the way they were being eaten by sharks was so unlikely and 
unnecessary, and pointless and unexciting. The outcome of 
the goodies beating the baddies was so obvious, that it was a 
total , total bore. So that's even put me off my addiction 
to that kind of, what I would have called, the same thing that
people used to read thriller for - Agatha Christie I think that’s 
why people have, my guess is that people have gone, if they 
are watching T.V. like me, they have moved from cops and 
robbers to spies. Cops and robbers used to be quite clever 
in their detection. A good one was ’Columbo’.
Interviewer I can’t remember that actually.
A d r i a n He always walked around in an old mackintosh and spoke out
of the side of his mouth, and some of his perceptiveness....
You see, like in Agatha Christie or Sherlock Holmes, they’re
all the same. It’s clever perception. So violence per se is
probably not what I’m looking at, it happens to be the clever
ambivalent perception with some sense of excitment is what
I'm looking at. Now you asked me to think and talk about 
violence on T.V.
Interviewer Well it might be that you don't consider that programmes are 
violent these days.
A d r i a n Those programmes that I have just spoken of, always involves 
people being killed and beaten up, which if you are being 
killed or beaten up, is experienced by you as quite violent.
Interviewer Yes, 'The professionals' for example is quite violent.
Adrian And I used to be a keen watcher, I did watch just about their 
latest one in which they were in the dock being accused of, 
but gosh, not very bright plots. In case you haven't watched.
the informer gets named in court so that the baddies who are 
being defended as being the goodies, the baddies, - they're 
trying to say that 'The Professionals' are bad, but of course, 
the Professionals are never bad, they're only misunderstood, 
so this lady barrister is defending them - she's defending the 
genuine baddies, not 'The Professionals' and she forces 'The 
Profesionals' to name their informer in court. 'The 
Professionals' don't want to name their informer they say, 
'it'll put...' but the court says, 'Yes of course you must' 
because the court is bad and 'The Professionals' are the good 
guys through and through. Instantly - that is to say the same 
evening whilst the court is still in the process of trial and 
judgement, instantly, within an hour the baddies go and beat 
up the informer, well that's so bloody silly that however dumb 
people are, they're not that dumb. So 'The Professionals' is 
once again getting to be boring, violence per se isn't attracting 
me, there's a certain excitment, there's a certain fun and 
ambiguity, once it gets too dumb or too predictable it doesn't 
please me. I never saw 'Clockwork Orange' because friends 
of mine told me it was not, that it was too violent for me 
to watch.
Interviewer I think another in that field was 'The Godfather'. Was that 
about the same time?
Adrian I hear that 'The Long Good Friday' is quite violent and I will 
hope to see that............
Interviewer 'The Long Good Friday'  um,
A d r ia n It's said to be like 'The Godfather' but is still current. It 
also slightly depends on friends or girlfriends because I watch 
T.V. by myself but I don't watch films by myself usually. Do 
I think that violence is affecting children? I haven't got any 
children.
Interviewer Would you say that sports like boxing or karate are fringe 
violence?
A d r i a n Oh I certainly think, certainly the way I watch boxing is 
wanting to see the violence, not watching it really as a work 
of art. I'm watching it linked to violence. um..Yeah, and 
that's why I prefer the heavyweights to the welter weights 
and other things, you get more people bashed up more and 
welter weights things it's more technical excellence, so clearly 
you can see that I'm watching them; or I can see that I'm 
watching them to see bashing up.
Interviewer Well they go, I mean heavyweights don't they usually box 
fifteen rounds, whereas welters are three, or is that something 
between amateur and professional boxing?
Adrian I think that's more between amateur yep, yep. No it's simply 
that b i^ e r  guys can smash each other more I think, you do 
get knockouts with a sort of... I also think in context, that I 
am brought up a pacifist totally non-violent, I am not now a 
pacifist, but I would describe myself as a very gentle person
so th a t  T would have seen my watching  of this as som e kind 
of v icarious fu lf i lm en t .  I do som etim es  kick my c a t ,  bu t  I 
a lw ays kick it  in such a way th a t  I miss it.
In te rv ie w e r  Poor Korky (Laughing).
A d r ia n Yes, poor Korky. But. I kick him in such a way that I miss 
him because I’m in pain but I don't know what to do, I could 
kick myself; I'm talking about violence now as directed, 
something is bad so I am trying to get my way out of it. I 
can kick myself or I can kick my cat or I can sort of; you 
ask me to talk about violence on T.V. and I'm talking about 
why do I get - sort of amateurishly commenting on why I get 
the satisfaction I do from watching boxing. I don't watch 
much wrestling I think it's um... to fake, too boring, but I 
have really very little  opportunities for violence in my life.
Interviwer You say you have changed from being a (to qualify your
statement) wholly pacifist to being a gentle person.
A d r i a n Yes, that seems like a change for the better and a change 
from like, I mean, I was going to say many socialists. I could 
qualify that and say most socialists believe in equality and 
sharing as a theory. However, they are in fact a very greedy, 
selfish, wealth possessing people, who are not about to share 
anything when it comes down to their possessions, with anyone, 
so it's a theory it's an ism - socialism, pacifism. Pacifists 
are not peaceful human beings in my opinion. Socialists don't 
give a fuck for society in my opinion. They just theoretically
do in both cases. So that in, when I say that I’m trying to 
shift from being a pacifist, the attempt is actually to make 
gentleness a part of me, um... if 1 thought that socialists were 
actually generously loving all members of society and were 
not themselves egotistical then. I’m not quite sure what word, 
but they would by my language cease to belong to a belief 
system they would belong to a practice system, and I’m more 
in favour of practice than in belief, beliefs or ism’s, so that’s 
why. My reason for speaking in this way is cos 1 think pacifists 
and socialists but le t’s focus on pacifists, their anger and mine 
have been very badly repressed their capacity for violence has 
been repressed.
Interviewer Your innate capacity.
Adrian Um. Has been repressed and so this is a shift towards allying 
my anger opportunity for expression in other than sarcastic 
or academically approved oblique competitive way.
Interviewer Would you say, Ad*ni that violence in television programmes 
and fringe violence in sports such as boxing which one could 
call a violent act, aid violence in the home?
Adrian What I seem to be saying is that by allowing that violence 
some expression, even if it’s vicarious actually might diminish 
violence in the home, and by that I mean they might increase 
its minor eruption. You see, being a pacifist, I am brought 
up and expected perfect harmony, total peace, total non­
violence, so the problem with that; of course there is no
lu
violence, there’s no place for anger either, and so it gets very 
repressed and if you repress anger you repress all the other 
emotions too, like love, they all get repressed and idealised. 
So I’m left with.... depends what sort of a home. We, in my 
sort of a nice peaceful home, would so disapprove of such 
films that we wouldn’t watch them. We would be sick to 
watch them, but then I’m old enough not to have grown up 
with T.V. so 1 don’t know, speaking of children, and as 1 say 
1 have no children, but back to um... I’m saying that a little 
bit of violence aired in family situations seems to me like a 
safety valve on a boiler. That if you shut that safety valve 
off totally and have no violence, you’ve potentially got it 
erupting like a volcano - worse. And... But that doesn’t...Does 
that answer what you’re  ?
Interviewer Yes.
A d r i a n WeU, I mean it speaks obliquely to it. That’s at least my
theorising on  As to whether violence on T.V. could actually
get more of violence than there was, whether you’d copy it... 
See, I believe that personal violence is based on personal anger 
and pain and suffering and stuff. That I would act violently 
because I’m in pain and I want to change something um... I 
can’t imagine that.... No, I don’t know. I haven’t much 
thought. The other thought I do have. That is, if people eat 
meat, which I do. The people whom I would most admire who 
eat meat would be those who also kill the animals that they 
eat. So if you want to kill a human being, my preference 
would be to practice on animals, preferably fairly big ones
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like cows. T would prefer people to kill them as much as 
they can with their own fingers and hands and knives and 
things, so that they experience killing, the trouble with the 
T.V. movie 'The Professionals’ is that killing is made to appear 
tremendously distant and bloodless, you don’t get much of 
what it feels like either to kill or be killed, so that in that 
sense 1 could see the danger in killing becomes a fairy tale, 
it becomes something that’s as unknown and unexperienced to 
the individual as is the beating of his heart, 1 mean, it just 
almost disappears so that I’d like killing or violence and the 
pain that causes, I guess.... I would like T.V. violence always 
to show the two sides of violence - both the person doing it 
and the person receiving it. I would feel that that would be 
a nice safeguard um... because I’m not trained to make the 
world an unpleasant place to live in, that’s absolutely not my 
aim. But I don’t think it’s .... but certainly my family’s 
approach of making it perfect just drove us out of this world 
altogher, we were just........
Interviewer It’s impossible.
A d r i a n Yes, it was too ideal and it’s amazing that I didn’t then swing 
into being a total gangster.
Interviewer Going to the other extremes.
Adrian My brother went to a fair extreme and just went and lived 
in the desert for ten years. So at least he’s not um... he’s
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fa ir ly  non-v io len t,  bu t  i t ’s . . . .  Tell you the  n am e.. . .  ’All Quiet 
on The W estern  F ro n t ’. Did you ever see  it?
In te rv iw er No.
A d r ia n I’ll give the story away, if you don’t mind. It’s said to be a 
very famous world-war-one movie and yes, it’s a good... world 
war one, I was admire.... I mean whenever Britain is feeling 
low it shows masses of war movies to try .... because it was 
the only time that Britain ever pulls together or gets cheerful 
is in the war, so there’s a very positive role for violence. 
’Britain keep together when Britain is being violent’, not 
against each other, but for the first time their inter-family 
violence of class against class is against the outside invader, 
and the nuclear threat has made war so difficult. So anyway 
here’s this world-war-one movie and a lot of people are dying 
and there are all these terrible trench things and they always 
are really terrible and um.... you get really sad for the mother 
whose little  son gets wounded, he comes back and then he 
has to go back to the front again and she gets sad, and she, 
and there’s lovers and sisters and - you must have watched 
this ’Testament of Youth’, Shirley Williams’ mum’s story, very 
famous.
Interviewer I possibly have actually, but I can’t remember.
Adrain That was world war one again, it got serialised in the Sunday 
papers, beautiful, very, very moving.
Interviewer I've only had a television from the beginning of this year.
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A d r ia n Oh! So slowly we are going to get to the point, cos as I said, 
I would give away the point, anyway the point is; here's all 
this pain and suffereing, identification - at the very end you 
realise that what you've seen was a German, only for me at 
the end did I realise. What they've done you see, they've 
made aU these German guys speak English, perfect English, 
they tricked our whole sympathy and sorrow into being in this 
instance for the Germans, but we were fighting them, and you 
suddenly realise 'my God the same pain was on both sides'.
Interviewer It’s very clever.
A d r ia n Beautiful, beautiful and I was very moved by that.
Interviewer Right thanks, I think we’ve got enough tape on there for the 
next one.
BALLONS -  SOLAR- ENERGY
A d r i a n Balloon and solar energy, I saw people trying to use little  bits 
of paper and wings and bicycle - this is a balloon.
Interviewer It was a double skinned balloon if you like filled with
14
Ad r a i n Presumably with hydrog... with gas.
Interviewer And with little cells which reacted to solar energy, I think it 
was rather like this, there was some description in 'The 
Observer' and what I was going to ask you was whether you 
saw ballooning as a form of transport in the future, this fellow 
crossed the channel in about two hours plus, I think it was a 
fairly good crossing.
A d r ia n No, I think you’re asking me two questions there. You’re 
asking me to comment on ballooning and on the use of solar 
energy, or are you not asking me two questions?
Interviewer That’s right, yes, I am asking you two questions.
A d r ia n Do you want to ask me three questions or not, I’ll tell you 
what my third question would be, are you commenting about 
our use of wind, and wind as a source of power?
Interviewer No, I mean it’s in the back of my mind that you might well 
comment on that yourself, or canals, or something like this 
as alternative forms of transport, my third question would be, 
have you got any thoughts or feelings about solar heating 
ventures up here in Milton Keynes?
Adrian I’ve just, let me begin with that one I have just.
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Interviewer Will tha t  be easier  for you to talk about that  one?
A d r ia n I've just written - I can much easier talk on that one because 
I have just written back to two enquiries that came through 
my door saying, 'yes, please consider using my house for solar 
heating experiments'.
Interviewer It's very interesting actually I've been up to Solar Court here 
and had a look um....
A d r i a n So, and there's a man I know who does have a solar gadget 
on his, and he is an old man and I'm impressed that such an 
old man should have tried it long before me. But if he can 
try it I can try it, no, but then there were these two enquiries, 
the last time I filled - I think I filled out one before but 
nobody came to speak to me or follow it up so I didn't follow 
it up. Why am I not following it up? Too much hassle -  I 
don't want to lay out any more money, or at least not big 
time money, and I imagine it's too much hassle. My reason 
for following it up this time is because I've got one new piece 
of space or room in my house, namely, the outbuilding which 
has a roof on which a panel could be sighted, without it being 
too ugly or unsightly. I'm not prepared to have too much 
ugliness for th sake of saving money unless I'm really short 
of money and as long as I'm with the O.U. then I'm not that 
short that I... I mean part of working for the O.U. is this 
sometimes ugly environment (which this office is absolutely 
not, this office is lovely).
Interviewer This is delightful isn't it?
But then I face north so I never see the bloody sun, thanks 
to the O.U. But if I never see them if their price is to cut 
me away from the sun, then I'm damned if they are going to 
cut me into living in an ugly environment for the rest of the 
days when I'm not here. So beauty is important. Now, solar 
energy? It's as far as I've gone practically and as long as 
I'm working for the O.U. there's not than an enormous incentive 
to save energy and fuel. If I were made redundant or something 
and way trying to subsistence live, then certainly, I would (if 
it seemed like a reasonable return, put my capital into things 
to save fuel) because because cash flow becomes the biggest 
problem, but at the moment the capital and the effort isn't 
being called for. The efforts aU going into my O.U. work 
rather than into constructive ways to save me money, they 
pay me money so I spend it in the easiest way I can, whereas, 
if I'm not getting money then I put all of my energy into 
trying to save money. I'm not putting my energy into saving 
money, I'm thinking about solar energy and panels and assessing 
them and so on - takes energy and effort and money - takes 
capital - takes altering my Ifie. So that's why I haven't done 
it. Apropo nothing in particular, I would and admire sailing 
boats as opposed to power boats as a form of leisure and 
pleasure, so it's I'm into being sensitive to the forces and 
natural powers aviaible. I would be delighted if oil tankers 
could be designed that would.... because they've been thinking 
of making sailing oil tankers, I think that would be a lovely 
idea because they've got plenty of time and I'm always into
saving... I would love the Severn Boar to be, I would absolutely 
pro all forms of energy usage like little things that would use 
waves, the energy that’s locked up in a wave on the water, 
a little waggling gadget that I believe could store that. So 
I’m pro aU of those, I would be delighted to put as many coal 
miners out of work as I could put out of work because I think 
it's a.... I think - they may not think so - but, I think it's a 
rotton job spending a large part of your life down in the earth. 
If I think it’s rotten being in a North facing office, I think 
it must be even worse down below. So, I'm not trying to put 
them out of work to give them some more joyful employment. 
So they can all be servicing little something else, but they 
wouldn't be... I don't want... I want humans to have fun and 
have a good life.
Interviewer I think I'll turn over the tape there Ad'n> that's quite 
convenient. O.K. then, would you like a cigarette?
A d r i a n No thanks, no, but do smoke if you want to.
Interviewer Are you sure?
A d r a i n I will have a glass of water.
Interviewer Um., ... yes, I don't know how long that's been there, that's 
I think that's BiliT'sgor possibly Mark's, I'm not sure.
Ad r;i a n
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It ' s an amazing cuo of coffee.
Interviewer I think it’s got a fungus on it. Do you mean the size of the 
mug or the?.... I think Mark has, you know, the other desk 
here, but B ill - this is the second week he has been away, 
so they’ve sort of given me this room to do my interviews 
in, which is rather nice because I’m sharing a room with Phil 
and Margaret Spear.
A d r i a n I see! I thought this was your desk and that was why I was 
rather jealous.
Interviewer No, this is the Deputy Director’s. (Laughing).
A d r i a n I was being quite jealous, ’after all the years I’ve been here 
and they still keep my facing north’ (Laughing).
Interviewer This is B i l l ’s room and I think Mark uses that desk, but when 
B ill is not here he lets me use it, which is rather nice of 
him actually.
A d r i a n ’Tis nice.... Well, I’ve talked about... I haven’t answered 
your question I suppose, I was aware of the concept of life 
rafts being pulled along by kites, so that kite power is another 
form of power that I think is intriguing, because most life 
rafts, you drift and it might be a better way to have some 
means of sailing a life raft, but mostly they purely are drifting 
waiting to be picked up.
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In te rv ie w e r Like a c a ta m a ra n ?
A d r ia n No! no, they're just like a cork or a bottle, they do absolutely 
nothing except float and you wait to be picked up, or you 
wait to be drifted ashore, you can’t control. So kites I've 
heard of, I mean is your question 'do I think that British 
Airways Corporation are going to stop buying engines and start 
running their service balloons, not obviously in the next year, 
but five or ten years from now, do I see balloons as a major 
means of intercontinental transport, is that your question?
Interviewer Yes, but bound up in that would be an alternative form of 
transport, if you use something the size of a zeppelin.
A d r ia n I forget exactly why zeppelins went out of fashion, um...
Interviewer I think they were before my time, actually I'm sure they were.
A d r i a n You see if zeppelins only went out of fashion because of the 
problems with the gas, mainly the use of hydrogen, and because 
it was difficult to obtain helium, if helium is now cheap, then 
potentially, that is a very interesting way to get about and I 
personally would quite like a small zeppelin, not to get me 
from home to work but to get me from here to the coast, and 
I would certainly be a potential customer for a small two man 
or four man zeppelin because going straight to the coast with 
a little motor cycle engine puttering away at the back at, I 
wouldn't care if it was fifty miles an hour,., that's still quicker 
than going by car because there's less....
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In te rv iew er  T h e re ’s the  question  of re l iab i li ty  though com pared  with public 
t ra n sp o rt .
A d r ia n You’re meaning private zeppelins versus public zeppelins?
Interviewer Yes, and a zeppelin versus British Rail stroke bus corporation, 
bus company rather.
A d r i a n Zeppelins have a lovely advantage, I would have said they 
would have been just as reliable as a bus unless of course, it 
was very stormy, you have the same trouble in this discussion 
between an old fashioned ferry, cross-channel-ferry, and a 
hydrofoil-ferry, the old fashioned ones will take up to force 
nine or ten gales and the hydrofoils give up at six. Well, 
clearly, a bus will get through where a zeppelin will have to 
stop. In my opinion. I'm a very rational and reasonable man, 
so that anything you ask me will be reasonably answered. I 
think I’m... I think I’m free of prejudices.
Interviewer If I expand that question a little bit -  during summer months 
one gets large numbers of people and families desiring to go 
to the coast in which they use the family car, so you get a 
lot of traffic on the roads which often results in congestion 
and jams down to, for example, the coast. If you had an 
alternative service in the form of a balloon travel or zeppelin 
travel etc., using um... solar energy in the form of, in 
connection with, solar cells on the balloon or zeppelin or 
whatever, wouldn't this be an alternative means of travelling?
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Ad r i a n No, I think you’re getting yourself muddled again. I think 
you re muddling public transport. An alternative means would 
be.. You can get to Brighton by car you can get to Brighton 
by train. Or you can get to Britain by private zeppelin, or 
you can get to Brighton by public zeppelin, those are the four. 
I'Ve ve talked about.... What do you want to talk about, public 
versus private or train versus public zeppelin?
Interviewer It doesn’t particularly matter actually.
A d r ia n I don t give a shit. I don’t like this sort of question very 
much. I t’s too open ended. I do like the idea that zeppelins 
don t need a whole lot of roads, and if we don’t have a whole 
lot of roads we can plough more acres up for land and growing 
food. We d have to... There would have to be tremendously 
tight control over the air space. I also don’t want a whole 
lot of people flying over my garden. 1 might want them kept 
along the M.l. rather than.... 1 sure as hell don’t want to live 
under some air equivalent of the M.l. That would actually 
make me more sick than living near the M.l. Nobody lives 
on the M.l. because they would get kiUed (Laughter), but to 
have zeppelins going between me and the sum every five 
minutes, or every one minute; would be totally unbearable for 
me. So there’s a prejudice that 1 do have, strongly held, 
because people with.... who lack prejudices also. I’ve just 
discovered, lack values. So not only do 1 have no prejudices,
1 value nothing. Well, I’ve just corrected that. 1 value the 
sun - immensely and deeply.
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Interview er Yes, you made tha t point when you said tha t you've got your
North facing room. (Laughing).
A d r ia n  Yes. (Laughing) yes.
DEVELOPMENT OF THE THIRD WORLD
Interviewer Right, to change the topic of discussion. Have you got any 
views on the development of the third world politically and 
economically.
There was a report, which I have a feeling was called the 
Brandt report, it seems to me that developed countries should 
be taxed substantially to help people.... No, I think I’m going 
to.... I think I don’t .... I think maybe ... I was going to say 
to help people in the third world. Why I began to back away 
from that statement is because if people in the third world 
are enjoying their lives more than I'm enjoying my life, then 
I certainly don’t want to help them, I want them to help me. 
Now if people in the third world are starving then they sure 
as hell aren’t enjoying their life, in which case, as a fellow 
human being on this earth, that does seem to me (not that 
I’m doing anything for them at all at the moment) seems to 
me, that whether I like it or not, there is a moral obligation 
on me and therefore if I were to be taxed I would not oppose 
such a tax, but I am not actually voluntarily giving any money 
to the third world people at all, though I certainly wouldn’t
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resist a tax, that and luckily as far as I understand it, the 
United Kingdom and most of the first and second world places 
do give a bit of money to the third world. I'm glad and as 
long as they don't make me suffer too much, the more that 
we help the third world the better. If assistance to the third 
world throws the Lancashire miners into total misery, then all 
that’s doing is to make someone in the third world more happy 
and make someone in the first world very unhappy, in which 
case, there is no net gain in human joy, so I’m not in favour 
of that, I want a net gain in joy to happen - the joy of living. 
And how to do that? (I haven’t given it much thought). I 
do think it’s extremely hard to be happy, but I think it’s pretty 
unambiguous that illness or its opposite good health; that good 
health is bad and illness is very bad, so whilst I wouldn’t want 
most of the people in the third world to start building industries 
or to start changing their societies very much, I would wish 
measures to be taken for them to have health and, as part 
of health, to have adequate food and I can see no reason for 
them... I don’t think they need motor cars um... in order to 
have health they mustn’t freeze to death obviously um... so I 
don’t want the third world to start aping to mirroring the 
problems that we have here in this world um.. as a university 
academic I’m meant to be pretty happy, so it irritates the 
hear out of me when some lorry driver without a PhD is even 
more happy. I mean, what else was my PhD for and not doing 
anything for the third world than he is, in fact he may be 
doing more if he is taking goods so I mean, so he could be 
more moral. So it’s a complicated question. Um.. and I 
tend to boil it down to pretty basic essentials because it is
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not clear to me as to how to achieve fulfilment in life and 
um.... that's what I think living is about, and I don’t think 
the first world have much to teach the third world and if the 
third world think they have, they had better think again. 
Because if I look about and see all this violence on T.V., in 
the third world they have much less violence on T.V. by the 
simple expedient of having less T.V. I could certainly talk 
about what an evil thing television is, how it makes for a 
vicarious way of living. Now, if you were to ask me whether 
T.V. was itself a violence to human beings, I could probably 
well answer yes. But, it’s very addictive, like other drugs. 
My brother was actually involved in the study of whether to 
bring modern western medicine up into this particular desert 
community. Some real disadvantages to doing so because um... 
you make them dependent on the whole artificial .... make 
then dependent on a whole new load of chemicals:
Interviewer Yes, and to a certain extent relief organisations like, is it 
like Tear Fund? And maybe other things like Oxfam um... 
I’m not too sure about them, but Tear Fund for example : 
send money out to under development countries in order for 
miners and engineers etc., to teach people there how to drill 
wells, drill for oil etc., um... couldn’t that be raising false
hopes if the oil supplies seize up within a few years?  Or
is that something different to your brother thinking about 
whether to introduce drug technology in that particular......
Adrian Along with that would come... along with my brother’s one 
comes a shift in the religious structures, a shift in relationship
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to hea lth  and also in re la t ionsh ip  to dying, de a th  is som e th ing  
th a t  is unna tu ra l  and to be fought, and put off.
In te rv ie w e r  T h a t ’s how you view it personally?
A d r ia n No, that s the first world’s attitude to death. It’s very opposed 
to death, most first world people fear their own dying and 
oppose it very strenuously, third world people are more
accepting of the inevitability of it and oppose it  it still is
painful to die but they oppose it less, or they put less and 
less struggles into opposing it as I see it.
Interviewer What do you mean painful to die? Painful emotionally? Um..
is the emotional or mental adaptation to the fact that they 
are going to die at some time?
A d r i a n I think they are more adepting of... I think the third world 
attitude towards death and dying is healthier than ours; I 
remember somebody saying that death and dying is about the 
only taboo we have left in the west, sex is certainly not a
taboo. I remember someone else saying about .....  the third
world’s fear and the taboos linked still to procreation because 
it’s such a hard thing to be alive and the first world’s taboo 
is linked to death because it is so hard to leave it, it’s ... 
We have actually got it quite enjoybale here. Living is quite 
an enjoyable experience on the whole and according to this, 
this is the common vis-a-vis like Bhuddhism, where it’s an 
East-West type of comment. Do you understand what I’m 
saying?
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It's a very interesting... I forget how we got on to all this. 
What was your question?
Interviewer Around um. centering around relief organisations like Tear 
Fund sending out money to under developed countries, in order 
to teach them for example: how to drill oil, or to drill for 
oil, whether that is raising false hopes.
A d r ia n I would say it’s not raising false hopes because they can keep 
on drilling and then the things dry up. I would certainly 
always watch our motives, but there’s nothing that wrong with 
being selfish, I suspect that we developed the third world in 
order to provide a market for the first and second worlds. 
But that’s why all this is pretty important; to make sure that, 
along with providing a market for our goods, that the third 
world don’t lose the assets that they currently have and the 
joys and fulfilments they have and they don’t acquire I mean 
- when the English invaded North American and spread disease 
to the North Americans to help wipe them out. I even gather 
someone told me that we even shipped out smallpox infected 
blankets and sold them! The English Christians sold smallpox 
infected blankets -  cheap I expect, but not very cheap, simply 
to kill them, that’s quite a nice thing for missionaries and 
merchants to have done. So the motives of the first world 
towards the third world (because the North American indians 
were certainly third world at that time. I’m speaking of the 
1800’s) basically stink. I should think that the third world 
should watch the first world, and anything that the first world 
does, with every bit as much suspicion as a mongoose watches
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a viper. But I think, also I think that the third world have 
got quite a lot of sun and since I rather worship the sun. I’m 
not absolutely sure which is the third world and which is the 
first world. But, and that’s why I switched over to where 
there is starvation and blindness and illness, those are my... 
my third world definition is: people in pain; that’s my definition 
of the third world, those are the constituents that I care for, 
I don’t care about their geography at all, I don’t care about 
their religion nor their social structure - I care about their 
experience, and if it is one of pain and suffering, then they 
are the third world and it is they whom I care about, and if 
they’re in Lancashire or in Equador or in Ethiopia, fine, they 
need to be cared for, and if their pain then is less than mine 
then, and if money would help them, if their pain is more 
than mine and if money would help them then tax me, and I 
would spread that way of thinking to others. I would say tax 
them as well. Tax the happy to help the unhappy, that’s my 
attitude, it’s not geographical, but that is not an easy, what 
I said is not easy politically to implement, but it can be. So 
I’m basically fairly socialist in a concern for my fellow man.
HUNGER STRIKERS
Interviewer Right, talking about Northern Ireland now, I expect you’ve 
read that for some time there have been various prisoners on 
hunger strike in the Maze prison in Belfast, do you think these 
prisoners should be given political status?
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Adr  i a n Mo, I certainly don't. I dislike the hunger strike immensely.... 
No, I.....
Interviewer You wouldn’t say they are prisioners of conscience?
A d r ia n No, no, no, I certainly wouldn’t, I would say they were 
nationalist fanatics, I think they are being immensely violent 
to themselves, I think they are doing the most unnatural act. 
I’m sure that their act is um... is and should be condemned 
by the Catholic Church, the Catholic Church is being bloody 
sleepy in its way. Because Catholics do not approve of suicide 
and these people are killing themselves and what the hell the 
Catholic Church means by condoning it, because by and large 
it seems to be condoning it, and after all these people are 
meant to be Catholics, they have a right to live and they 
should allow themselves a right to live. I think it’s a most 
disgusting form of political um... expression. I dislike the 
hunger strikes, I dislike intensely the organisers of it, I disliked 
Ghandi pretty much, but I still think that the Ghandi approach 
to political change is preferable to a hunger strike approach 
to political change, so I would have massive civil disobedience 
if I were trying to effect a change. That does not mean to 
say that if I were a cool and quiet political assessor, that I 
would assess this as a non-effective mechanism. I think it is 
a very inhuman mechanism. I think it might be quite fun if 
I was a Machiaveli to um.. start pouring gasolene or petrol 
over individuals and saying: ’We’ll set one of our friends alight 
every day until you change in public at a specified time: come 
and watch’, since I would hate to be the person who is being
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burned it seems a disgusting behaviour. Because these guys 
are essentially being set alight very, very gradually, they're 
being burnt to death, but they are being burnt to death by 
starvation, I think it’s about the most inhuman piece of political 
struggle that I have seen and I wouldn’t particularly trust the 
powers behind the powers. I can see these guys, these guys 
could be pawns. The Bobby Sands of this world. Yes they 
are... They believe in it, I don’t deny that. When you say 
’are they prisoners of conscinece?” I call them fanatics. They 
have imprisoned themselves in their own conscience, they have 
a great deal more courage than I have, to have an amazing 
will, totally amazing and impressive. It’s a very impressive 
achievement. Would I give them political status? No, I would 
not. Absolutely not. Why not?... I’m so unpolitical. I mean, 
it’s hard for me to know whom I dislike more. Whether I 
dislike the Protestants in the North, or the Catholics. And 
if it’s hard for me to know whom I dislike more, it ’s harder. 
Certainly, I don’t like the Protestants. Don’t start getting  
me wrong and think I like them. I don’t like the Catholics and 
I don t like the Protestants, and I don’t dislike either, you 
know. They’re just human beings who seem to me to be 
behaving extremely cruelly to each other, extremely violentlv 
to each other, extremely inhumanely. I do believe that the 
Protestant majority in Northern Ireland have been mistreating 
the Catholic minority -  I recall (and since it’s come into my 
head I will tell you), I recall when like the morrocans or the 
Algerians, le t’s say the Algerians -  Algérie Française. I ean, 
Algeria was metropolitan France then Algeria became 
independent, I remember vividly the image of this Frenchman
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who was a baker, who baked bread, who was born in Algeria, 
whose family had lived there for hundreds of years, he was 
white of course, because he was French as opposed to Algerian. 
Just the village baker who baked a good bun, anyway when 
freedom came, the Algerian nationalists put him into his own 
oven and baked him.
Interviewer Really!
A d r i a n Um.. I can’t quite see why, I mean, the guy was born there 
and he made an honest living as anybody, just made bread, 
the Algerians bought it whether they were black or white or 
green. He was just a baker, but somehow.... anyway you can 
see where that.... I mean in that case we’ve got a while so 
called minority ruling a black (in this case Algeria so it’s not 
black it’s arab), white minority and a black... I mean, human 
beings can be amazingly cruel to each other I am saying, and 
if I were pushed into a corner I would... no I don’t think I 
could easily be pushed into a corner, I was going to say that if 
I was pushed into a corner I think I am pretty prejudiced 
against the Northern Ireland Protestants, being partly Scottish 
myself and I think they can be a pretty bleak and dour and 
unforgiving lot and very upright. The Catholics remind me 
more of the Malayans - a pretty useless lot of sods, drinking 
themselves to death and do fuck all. So, given those two sets 
of prejudices (Laughter) I would have thought that unprejudiced 
man has done.... I would have thought that probably the 
Catholics were in the right in the same way that um.... but 
I mean what a pathetic thing to fight over; Catholic versus
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Protestant, it’s probably not actually, it’s probably a racialist 
confict, it’s probably some kind of a Celt versus some different 
kind of a Celt.
Interviewer It’s very difficult to get to the bottom of that.....
A d r ia n I find it very difficult, um... because the Scots are a funny 
old lot and I presume it’s mostly the Protestants of Scottish 
extraction, I don’t know, I should think it has to be an emnity 
that’s been carefully nurtured for a long long time. It is true 
that once upon a time the English invaded Ireland and ruled 
and subjugated the peasants and aU that lot and I can believe 
that that was about as unfair as the English invading India 
and subjugating the Indians and on the whole, I suppose, that 
is why I would say that if Britain gave India freedom then 
Britain should give the Irish freedom. Well, we gave them 
Southern Ireland and on the whole I suppose we should give 
them Northern Ireland, maybe this is where my story about 
the baker who was born in Algeria comes in. Because those 
poor bloody Protestants were born in that part I don’t see 
why they don’t belong there, I think they’ve got a right to 
be there. I think that if you’re born in a country, or have 
been there for a few generations, like I would say, the same 
with the Americans. I don’t think an American, just because 
he was born in America, needs to be thrown out of America 
just because some North American Indian says; ’Hey you guys, 
you’re all the recent comers, get the fuck out of here’. I 
think, after a certain length of time, you do establish what 
is called birthright, certainly the Algerians didn’t recognise
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it, so those are my thoughts on Northern Ireland and... which 
again are very reasonable but they don't lead to any political 
solution. They’re just immensely human and immediate 
solutions, I would suggest. I suppose if I wanted solutions I 
would want to preach and teach structure things in such a 
way that human beings managed to see each other as human 
beings, and if... I suppose I might almost.... I would um... you 
see it’s too late to ban all religion - God how I hate Christianity 
in some ways, if indeed we are to blame Christianity for 
Protestant and Catholics. I was thinking of bussing the 
Protestants like we bussed the blacks into white areas, we 
bus the Protestants into Catholic areas and slowly integrate. 
Yes, I have no easy solutions I....man’s inhumanity to man, 
man’s distrust and all those lot just are so deep rooted, um... 
at this moment I do absolutely not watch stuff about Northern 
Ireland on T.V. I find the subject totally depressing because I 
see two utterly intransigient, un-understanding, cruel and 
hateful people just hating each other an um... I just ... I try 
not to think about it. I see much more hope in Poland, where 
I see some struggle, I greatly admire when the woman - yeh 
I’ll give women and I don’t often give women much with my 
mentality. I would give the women in Northern ireland the 
greatest praise. I think if there’s .... I think I’d give up on 
every Northern Irish man, I think I would, yes how about this,
I think I would take away the vote from all Northern Irish 
males (Laughter) Yes, yes good idea, take the vote from all 
males for the next twenty five years and give it to the women. 
The women have done more for peace and humanity there 
than anyone else has, that’s for damn sure, and the women
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have been a t te m p t in g  to rem ind the hunger s tr ik e rs  th a t  
a c tua lly  they  are  hum an.
Interviewer That’s true, yes.
A d r ia n But also we had those women who in fact got the Nobel Peace 
Prize, that took courage.
Interviewer Mother Therese and...
A d r i a n No, not Mother Therese! Those two ordinary old Catholic 
women. They actually.... you know, like one of them was 
Protestant and one of them was Catholic as it were. They 
said: ’Look, for Christ’s sake remember we are human beings, 
the men have forgotten this’. Men can easily forget that. 
Thank God for the women because.... Yes. So there’s a little  
piece of praise.
Interviewer Thanks Ad’n, 1*11 start another tape.
HOBBIES Have you any hobbies Ad’n or pastimes which you indulge in 
outside of the Open University?
Adrian Hobbies or pastimes which I indulge in outside  Almost
by definition I’m not meant to indulge in a hobby or pastime 
in the Open University.
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Interview er Unless your Open University work is your hobby.
A d r ia n Which I happen to ge t  paid for.
Interviewer I’m making the assumption that it is not, although in my case 
my hobby is general research I suppose, because I don’t get 
paid very much. I’m in a slightly different postiion to you.
A d r i a n But it also could be working towards a meal ticket that will 
get you......
Interviewer Yes, I hope so.
A d r i a n I’m certainly interested in the development of individual human 
beings and in the sense that career guidance is concerned with 
that, there’s a genuine involvement of myself in my work with
the O.U., so that if that were the definition of a hobby.....
So I’m saying that depending on what you want to define as 
a hobby - um... we’ve got to be a bit cautious, if you.... ’cos 
there’s an involvement of myself in my work, so for me a 
definition of a hobby, in answer to this question, is going to 
relate to activities that I do which I’m not paid, it’s going to 
be hard... the activities that I do that I’m not paid are sociable 
activities of spending time and caring, and touching and being 
with other human beings, tending to do that in fairly intimate 
ways and gardening and little bit of sailing, um.... I do quite 
a lot of introspection which is not a pleasure pastime, but I 
certainly do it.
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Interviewer It can be quite agonising can’t'^^i?
A d r ia n Yes. I’ve been meaning to try to keep a document that would 
try to plot the hours spent in a day over several weeks on what 
I do, and I haven’t gotten around to doing that, I spend quite 
a bit of time sleeping, which is certainly an important pastime 
for me.
Interviewer What, more than six hours or eight hours?
A d r ia n Yes, closer to eight and if I don’t get that, then I really need 
it, and I just would have to catch it up. I don’t spend a lot 
of time cooking but I do cook in order to make food that is 
sufficiently interesting to eat. I don’t do a lot of gardening, 
I sometimes do wonder where my time goes. I do fringe 
activities like this current activity that I am engaging in now 
with you on this tape - that is talking. That is not quite 
socialising, it’s not quite work, it’s something, um... I spend 
quite a bit of time cleaning and maintaining my house, which 
is a big house which I live in by myself.
Interviewer Are you totally by yourself?
A d r ia n Yes, totally by myself, and I dislike that intensely.
Interviewer Well, I wasn’t sure if um... now I’ve forgotten her name.
Adrian All da, no she’s not, she’s in London so.... but I saw her on 
Sunday afternoon. I read a little, I watch T.V. mostly to deal
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with lorffieness and escape, um ... I find it very difficult to 
.... get advanced to my living when my social life is unsatifying 
or unstable and so I um... I don’t really know what more to say.
Interviewer Does religion play any part in your life?
A d r i a n I am not allowing it to play much part in my life, um... but 
I think that if I’m going to get out of the situation that I’m in, 
I think it may need to, ’cos I would have thought that religion
and by religion I mean  meditation and rejoicing in God’s
creation and what He has given to me, would make me see 
what I have in a more positive and an accepting and joyful 
way, and it is from that that I would acquire the strength to 
move forward, but at this moment I haven’t.... religion is not 
playing a big part in my life, I would say I was just stewing 
in my own juice at this moment.
Interviewer I had a feeling in the past that your religion, or not necessarily 
a Christian religion, was quite important to you.
A d r i a n Um... certainly wouldn’t .... I wouldn’t be without it, I don’t 
want to.... religion is not a crutch in my opinion, so I don’t 
want to turn to it at this difficult time.
Interviewer Yet, on the other hand, couldn’t you work out your (problem 
is not exactly the right word) difficulties by employing various 
religious techniques? Whether it be meditation, or praying, 
or whatever is relevant to the particular religion that you are 
pursuing?
A d r ia n
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In order that you've got to be sufficiently positive towards 
yourself, that’s to want to do that, and if you’re into a slightly 
sef-destructive streak.... but, yes, I think meditation would be 
very helpful.
Interviewer Because, in a way, introspection is quite destructive and it is 
pretty nasty when you see yourself for what you really are. 
It can be quite terrifying. It’s a question of the degree, the 
depth one goes.
A d r i a n Yes, it is quite terrifying and I think I am quite terrified and 
so there we are -  I am quite terrified. I still think it’s 
worth... but you’re right if all I do is to then keep on being 
introspective and keep on trying to terrify myself and keep 
on and on and on. Whether you kept on and on and on 
masturbating, or kept on and on and on torturing yourself, all 
those things kept on and on and on are not much help. So 
keeping on and on and on in introspection, if it just keep on 
and on and on being terrifying, it is not going to get you 
anywhere. So I then say; ’Alan, stop introspection’
Interviewer One could act on various things which one has found out about 
oneself, using introspective methods, and take one particular 
thing and work on that and try and work it out.
Adrian What I’m currently doing is to take twenty things, work on 
all of them at one and thereby get nowhere, that’s what I’m 
currently doing.
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Interviewer I think I was in the same position some time ago as you’re 
actually in. But I found that I got very frustrated when I 
worked on them all at once, got into a hopeless muddle.
A d r ia n And you’ve now got a little bit out of that position by working 
on one at a time.
Interviewer That’s right, slowly and quietly, which is not me at all, 
because.... it might be me now, but ... where are we, September 
maybe up until Christmas that certainly wasn't me. I’d be 
very hasty and want very um... quick solutions to problems.
A d r i a n Well done, right. That’s nice to hear and helpful.
Interviewer So whom am I to give you advice?
A d r i a n No, who better than someone who has been through some of 
the same, same pattern, gosh one does want quick solutions.
Interviewer Yes, but often the quick solutions are not necessarily the best 
ones, or they might not be solutions at all, just answers at 
that particular moment in time... certainly I was wondering
if you had any pastime which you  which really turned you
on and that you would really like doing or being involved in, 
apart from your work at the O.U.
Adrian The only real pastime that I enjoy is loving people who love 
me, but I don’t think I’m doing enough of that steadily. I’m 
doing some of that unsteadily, but that’s about... what seems
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to m e . . .  i.e. sharing , and finding it very d iff icu l t  not sharing , 
and um .. . .  if I’m finding it very d if f icu l t  not sharing , I’m not 
try ing  to .. .  I’m not rushing in to  finding su b s t i tu te s .  I’m try ing  
not to rush in to  su b s t i tu te s ,  b ecau se . . . .
Interviewer It could be forms of escape.
A d r i a n Yes, they could be forms of keeping yourself busy and avoiding 
the paid and avoiding trying to find a solution to it, and 
some.... like if you’ve got, got a stone in your shoe, well, if 
you put enough pain on your thumb maybe you will forget the 
pain in the stone in your shoe, but that’s not much of a 
solution, and um... I mean just wait until, I mean I have 
enough, I have at this moment beds made up that could sleep 
sixteen people.
Interviewer Sixteen!
A d r i a n Yes, and I’m sleeping alone in my house, there has to be 
something going on in my head that makes me want so many 
beds - want so many beds too, that isn’t just.....
Interviewer Not sixteen beds, just sixteen sleeping places.
Adrian I could sleep sixteen people, some of them would be two in 
a bed, I forget the number of beds, I could work it out, but 
it’s certainly a lot of beds, probably ten beds and I’m allowing 
nobody else to share the house, nobody else to share it, i t ’s 
a funny business.
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In terviewer It 's  quite a change, if I may say so, isn 't if from.
Adian Yes, I used to share. Yes, yes, it's an enormous change.
Interviewer About eighteen months or so ago.
A d r ia n And it's a change from five years ago when I shared it with 
a man and a wife and a child, or when I shared it with three 
adults - a couple and another friends, or when I shared it with 
one other girl and the dog and um.,.. what I am missing really 
is the act of sharing it with one other human being. I don't 
want tenants really, I actually don't want them, that’s why. 
I sometimes wonder about some kind of a community.
Interviewer I was just going to suggest that actually.
A d r i a n Some kind of a genuine communal sharing, but I don’t want 
tenants, ’cos if it is the sharing and the loving that I’m wanting 
as my favourite pastime and by that I include sharing 
responsibility. So those are my pastimes and I think that’s 
about enough on my pastimes.
ADVICE TO SOMEONE GETTING MARRIED
Interviewer That’s super, thanks Ad’n , Right, the next topic, I was going 
to task you for your views on would you have any advice for 
somebody getting married?
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A(i r  i a n
Do they want to? Would be one of the questions. 1 certainly 
think about getting married - quite seriously I think about 
getting married, and I sometimes think that the only way that 
I could get myself married would be by some instantaneous 
leap. So advice about.... to somebody might, in that context, 
be don't think about it too much or you'll only get terrified! 
The advice is therefore, advice based on what little experience 
I have.... advice to people getting married....
Interviewer Maybe you wouldn't want to give them any advice at all.
A d r i a n If they were feeling joyful and happy then I would be delighted 
to share their joy and happiness, I probably wouldn't want to 
give them that much advice, I would want... But what if I
thought they were very unsuitable  If I thought they were
very unsuitable.... I might advocate living together, I would 
certainly draw a vague distinction, well I would draw a 
distinction (but if it's not a big one) between marriage and 
living together. Marriage does have two aspects to it, one is 
a certain kind of an ongoing commitment over time, which is 
what I find so difficult, but the second thing that I find 
difficult about it is that it's a social contract with legal 
consequences. I remember one of our regional directors who 
married his secretary and only when they were getting divorced 
did he find that his little  country house which he had owned 
long before they were married, that his secretary had, without 
him knowing, had put a leaner on the house that forbade him 
to sell it, he didn’t even know, so that the capacity to be 
double crossed is enormous. So, I personally have a
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considerable paranoia towards wives, i.e. the main aim of a 
marriage is to screw (by that I mean not physically, but 
financially and other ways) the husband. Um... Also, the 
religious perspective of that tends not to think much of 
marriage. Tends to praise loving....
Interviewer What, religion in general?
A d r ia n No, no being a Sanyas in  Bhagwan one tends to see too
many Indian marriages which are arranged marriages, seen too 
many women in particular who have been just... whose life 
development has been held back by pretty ugly marriages.
Interviewer Is this a form of... is this Buddhism?
A d r i a n Yes, and that's speaking very crudely that its a form of 
Buddhism. Buddha is a great teacher in Bhagwan's opinion, 
but um... if marriage (what my teacher advocates) is love and 
loving, and if two people are loving each other than, of course 
they would enjoy living together and being together and 
spending time, and sharing time with lots of other human 
beings and loving which has nothing (according to him) in 
connection with marriage which is a total, which is an ent.... 
which is a contract defined for totally different reasons. 
Bhagwan’s solutions to loving and child bearing is more 
communal living arrangements but not necesarily marriage. 
Marriage is necessary in this analysis because of nuclear family 
structues, not communal family structures; communal family 
structurers means that there are children and if the mother
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and father of that child have ceased long ago to love each 
other, then that child is cared for by those who still love it, 
which may well be the mother and may also be the father, 
thought the father is now loving someone else and the mother 
is doing something totally different. Bhagwan wants loving
to happen, and while Bhagwan sees marriage quite often as
continuing long after love has died.
Interviewer Oh I see, yes.
^ r ia n  And, as it were, they stay together because of the children
and he doesn’t want that to happen, he thinks that’s a poor 
use of marriage, but it’s a nice social contract and a social 
bind that put people into it, so it’s...dead. but um... So 1 
mean, these perspectives, people might well be aware of, if 
they were getting married, 1 would expect them to be aware 
of them anyway. If there were unspoken reasons behind the 
will to get married, 1 think those should be spoken about, so 
1 would advocate that the wife and the husband prospective 
should be honest to each other as to what they are trying to 
get out of marriage, um... so that would be about the best 
advice I would, so the advice 1 would give them is -  forget 
about marriage and keep on loving. If that seems nice and 
stable and they want to get married, then get married, but 
within the context of the loving 1 would expect a great deal 
of sharing, and the sharing of the reasons for wanting to get
married and um  and when it came to the end of it, I would
say "it’s not rational to get married, at some stage you’ve
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got to make a leap in faith, that you can't sort of.... advice 
is beside the point, it's a faith that something good will come.
MY JOB
Interviewer O.K. thanks Ad ' n  ^ I'll just turn the tape over now. Right,
A d ' n ,  what do you see your job involves you in at the Open 
University, and by that I don't just mean job specification, 
what do you feel is your work here?
A d r i a n  I find myself saying recently that I still believe in the Open
University and in people's capacity to change and to develop 
and live more fulfilled lives. I can conceive of the idea of 
living more fully and living less fully, and that's.... you know... 
some other words might be more self-actualised or less on 
self-realisation and stuff. Certainly my efforts are aimed at 
trying to (as with other people in the O.U.) aimed at trying 
to maximise people's, our students in particular, chances and 
opportunities to do what they want to do, so I'm, I feel as if 
my shoulder is to the wheel of a very big sort of cart, just 
generally trying to help it in the right direction. It comes 
into my mind, the image of a tribe who pray regularly in the 
evening and particularly in the morning before the sunrise, in 
order that the sum may come up and that if they don't pray 
it won't come up. That's probably the same reason that I 
work at the O.U. -  that if I don’t work at the O.U. people 
will have less fulfilled lives. It’s a job, I get paid, which does
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pay for my mortgage and the beautiful, though isolated house 
in which I live.
Interviewer But that’s why it’s beautiful.
A d r i a n Because it’s isolated?
Interviewer That’s right, yes.
A d r i a n Yes -  that’s interesting that you say that, yes there is a 
component in which, certainly, the geographical beauty is....
Interviewer For example, the houses up here, the sort of building that has 
gone on in Milton Keynes terrifies me, and appals me. I just 
couldn’t live in those little ticky tacky boxes.
A d r i a n I've been thinking about trying to sell my house and live in 
a ticky tacky box, thinking that I put too much of myself into 
my houses and that, as it were, a real human being can find 
fulfilment independent of his environment. I seem to be very 
dependent on my environment..
Interviewer No. I think you’ve got to be at one with your environment 
um... it would be quite a step to leave your farmhouse for a 
ticky tacky box up in Milton Keynes and one would have to 
work at another problem of becoming at one with that.
Adrian I’m certainly quite at one with my little house, but it is 
isolated, I like some of the people at the O.U. and value them.
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In te rv iew er  You say som e, which implies th a t  there  a re  qu ite  a few th a t  
you don’t know or don’t  like.
A d r ia n No - whom I don’t know. I don’t think T, I., there’s very few 
of them I don’t like, there’s quite a lot whom I don’t know. 
There’s an enormous number. No, I think they’re um.....
Interviewer But first it is a question of getting to know a person anyway, 
and depth to which you are going to know them, or end up 
knowing them and thirdly can you eve know somebody 
completely?
A d r ia n I think if I would... if knowing somebody completely means 
also swallowing them up and digesting them and so on, and if 
that be the aim of marriage, one can understand why 1 fear 
marriage, because 1 suspect that 1 do aim to know somebody 
completely, but 1 suspect that also 1 expect to be totally 
known, i.e. it is reciprocal, but 1 suspect that along with that 
has gone somewhere a quite proper fear of swallowed and 
being swallowed, swallowing and swallowed, if you follow what 
i mean.
Interviewer It’s a case of to be understood as to understand.
Adrian Yeh, yeh sharing. Maybe there’s only that much life energy 
that you can only do it with so many people, but 1 can’t love 
everybody at the O.U. and understand them aH and share with 
them aU, even though one might like....
46
Interviewer It depends on the degree of love actually, or what you mean 
by love in the first instance, but I’m sure that you can love 
human beings simply because they are human beings on that 
sort of level. Obviously there are other shades of love, but 
getting to know somebody obviously has to be worked at, 
although 1 don’t quite mean that... and loving their faults and 
failings as well as things which you really like in them.
A d r i a n Yes, yes 1 would say 1 don't do anywhere near enough loving 
within the context of my work at the O.U. 1 find myself 
isolated at the O.U. and withdrawn at the O.U: more so than 
is absolutely necessary.
Interviewer Yet on the other hand.
A d r i a n I do it myself, it is not done to me, 1 am the cause of it.
Interviewer Yes, you choose that.
A d r i a n No, 1 don't choose it, 1 happen to do it, 1 wouldn’t say that 
1 choose it, it's that if you lack confidence and you withdraw, 
do you choose to withdraw? Yes, 1 suppose you do because, 
in that sense, you are always responsible, but, did you choose 
to lack confidence? No, you didn’t choose to, you just simply 
do lack confidence and so you do withdraw, it’s in that sense 
that 1 don't choose.
Interviewer But as a counsellor 1 would have thought you would have had 
a fair bit of contact with students.
47
A d r i a n None, none, none, none, not at Walton flail. That’s an 
exagération for me to say none, but essentially the contact 
my students are: in the first instance the full-time regional 
staff and in the second instance the part-time regional staff 
but in the third instance the O.U. students - I’m three levels 
removed, if by a student you mean someone who is, who we 
are trying to provide career guidance for, 1 don’t do much 
career guidance of individual staff here at the O.U. 1 have 
on occasion but not recently. I’ve toyed with actually doing 
more career guidance here in Milton Keynes as part of the 
Open University’s outreach to its local environment, 1 think 1 
would be supported, if 1 were to do that, by my department.
Interviewer So ’counsellor’ is a little bit of a mis-nomer?
A d r i a n A. better word would be a trainer in counselling, and in this 
case, or a trainer of trainers because the senior counsellors 
are also trainers of the part-time staff; part-time staff are 
the so called counsellors, but they’re not counsellors, they’re 
tutor counsellors, most of them don’t like counselling they 
prefer tutoring, because who has ever heard of an academic 
that enjoys listening -  only poor little research students who 
will one day become academics and then lecture on listening. 
(Laughter) No listening is not an easy skill, nor is trying to 
help poeple’s career development when you don’t know the 
solution, but 1 believe that you can help, I think you can help
people to find the solutions even though neither the counsellor
or the client knows the answer. But 1 think you can help
people to find the solutions even though neither the counsellor
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or the client knows the answer. But I think that two heads 
are better than one and you see the avenues forward, rather 
like you and I were talking about ways in which we could 
make my present living style more joyful. I think two heads 
explcM*ing that, caringly is better than one head introspecting 
on it. So I’m trying to get the tutor counsellors first to 
stimulate the students, well, really into sharing the 
introspection of the student with regard to why are they 
studying with the O.U. and where is it going. I’m not concerned 
with that aspect of the tutor counsellor’s work which is 
concerned with the student’s efforst to pass the course and 
concerned with the planning of what other courses, but chiefly  
the context of why study at all? Why the O.U.? Where is
this all  or what’s this... where is all this happening? And
it’s that diffuse dimension that I mention, that is the sphere 
of work that I’m concerned with, and in particular with the 
production of a series of leaflets and printed materials that 
relate to the guidance of enquiries to the O.U., relate to the 
advice of self-awareness of students, a career-life planning 
work book and world of work that’s advice for disabled 
students. And there is production printed materials, some 
efforts of training of the staff and production of materials to 
help the part-time staff, help students use self-help materials, 
in the theory self-help materials should be self-help, in practice 
they probably aren’t. I think I’m trying to produce an analogue, 
in careers education terms, of central faculty materials which 
are concerned with whatever edcuational academic subject 
they’re concerned with. The academic subject that I’m 
concerned with is not education, it’s not mathematics, it’s not
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social science, it’s careers education, and I'm not treating it 
as a subject in the way that the education faculty might treat 
further education as a subject, careers education is an 
experience in the same way that maths is an experience, 
studying maths isn’t looking at maths, it’s being able to do 
mathematics, studying careers education isn’t studying careers 
education, it’s being able to make career decisions wisely, 
that’s what the outcome skill is and that’s my job.
Interviewer Self-fulfilment.
A d r i a n Aids to self-fulfilm ent, but a particular category of aids, 
because learning, doing M202 is an aid to self-fulfilm ent if 
skills in M202 are what will fulfill you. Mine is kind of meta 
to that, it ’s almost like meta-physics. It is trying to help 
you know what will fulfill yourself, what are your values, what 
are the things that you want, where is your fulfilment likely 
to lie. These are the questions that I want students to ask 
themselves and I want counsellors to help them answer.
TOPICS' IN THE NE WS
Interviewer Right, reverting back to topics in the news, how interested  
would you say you are in topics in the news and world affairs?
Adi^ian Interested in the strength of the pound because I owe money
to someone in America, so I really follow that quite closely.
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because T owe them some money quite urgently and I need to 
know the best time to send it. Poland -  if I were to hear 
Maggies Thatcher on the T.V. I would either treat it like I 
do the adverts on the I.T.V. which is to switch off the sound, 
or go get a coffee, or if I wanted to give myself a piece of 
exquisite pain, I may well listen to her amazing voice, I mean 
her main.... it is a particualr form of masochism. I would be 
concerned with threats to the environment. I’m not very 
concerned with whether Choo Choo did... I’m glad she’s 
pregnant and I hope she is well, this is the giant panda....
Interviewer (Laughing) Yes, I know.
A drian Other job advertisements I never look at, I do look at what’s 
on T.V. just to see whether there’s anything that might interest 
me, I eat my supper by it. I do read editorials, without doubt 
the best thing that I’ve read recently is a little  article which 
I would be happy to actually photo-copy for you, brilliant little  
article by George Steiner commenting on what it is like behind 
the scenes at the Korchmoi -  Carpoy chess match, brilliant 
little  review, most deeply pleasing to me.
Interviewer That would be very nice if you could do that.
Adrian I was just moved by it. Um ... that was in a Saturday review, 
I think it was probably ’The Times’.
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Interviewer I actually  only have 'The Observer’, on a Sunday.
A d r ia n  I’ve not yet, I’ve ordered my ’Observer’ but I haven’t yet had
time to pick it up, I’m leading such a busy life.
Interviewer (Laughing) Thirty-five pence.
A drian Yes, but it is paid for, it is paid for, um .... Poland, yes that
would catch my eye; Benn against Healey! I am pro-Social 
Democrat and would hope the Social Democrats and the 
Liberals will get together because I am pro what I think would 
be fun to have (at least for a while) a unification party in
the middle, so that the more than Benn would cause chaos to
the Labour ranks, the happier I was, because I think he would 
cause chaos. 1 generally would read a little  about Benn. 1 
did read a little  article about whether Dodgson alias Lewis 
Carroll proposed to Alice Liddell, rottenly written but an 
interesting piece, rottently, written.
I do read a quick glance at the editorials, I mostly don’t read 
the newspapers because I think mostly they are pretty boring, 
um. . . violence on T.V. may be certainly secondary to bad 
news in the newspapers, the quantity of boring bad news that 
gets dished up as news in the newspapers, far exceeds what 
goes on on the T.V. 1 don’t say it’s bor. . . it’s violence, I 
just say it’s long stories about the murder of someone, or the 
crash of someone, as if that’s news. It’s one poor human 
being suffering, it’s not exactly news.
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Interviewer Would you say tha t you're well informed?
A d ria n 1 would say I was appallingly informed.
Interviewer Go on, yes.
A drian Quite appallingly informed, and I see . . .  I'm not convinced 
that I need to be ashamed of it. Not convinced that I need 
to be ashamed of it, because as is evidenced by this long 
tape, information is not going to have much bearing upon any 
of my proposed solutions. I mean, giving me better . . . 
'Mastermind' would be the absolute end as far as T.V. goes 
for me. And I absolutely never watch it. I am, 1 am intrigued 
by such human beings quite a little  bit that they do know 
when some composer, who died in 1920, who lived in France 
and was born in Japan and they get it right -  Coates, I heard 
it last night -  amazing. I can see no purpose to that piece 
of knowledge.
Interviewer I know, I share the same sentiments actually.
A drian So that my effort would go towards either gardening or towards 
loving or towards praying. I would certainly sooner meditate 
than fill my poor head with encyclopaedic knowledge that's 
much best left in the encyclopaedia. I am well informed, I 
believe, on the derivation of words and in etymology, that 
intrigues me. So I can certainly, and I've recently been, going 
on at great length to people about the implications of the 
meaning of the word 'Christ'
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Interviewer Really!
A d rian Yes, and anointing, yes.
Interviewer And anointing?
A drian Yes.
Interviewer Why these two words?
A drian Because that is what Christ means -  the Anointed One; whereas 
Buddha you see is not anointed, in order to be anointed 
someone’s got to anoint you which is outer directive religion, 
whereas Buddha is inner directive religion -  fascinating 
difference, no one anointed Buddha, Buddha’s not ’The Christ’ 
Buddha is not inner tradition, Buddha relates as does my 
teacher, my teacher is not anointed, they’re both self-anointed, 
enlightened. Their enlightenment isn’t, or their status isn’t 
given. Anyway, that’s an example of something that I’m well 
informed on, so I’m not ignorant, because to call me ignorant 
would offend me. I’m not ignorant and I think I would say I 
was not ignorant because I’m thoughtful, but if ignorance were 
defined in terms of ’Mastermind’ sort of definitions -  then 
I’m amazingly ignorant. I do remember (since I did go to all 
the good schools), I do remember learning off all the states  
in America and all their capitals like Albany, not New York 
City, much more interesting city then, but I know Albany. So 
I know all that, and somehow 1 seem to have rebelled against 
that as being well informed. Yes, it is educated since I went
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to, as I say , the  best schools. So your question was: ‘Am I 
well informed? And the answer is: ‘No, I’m afraid I’m not 
well informed’. But I’m . . . 1  hope I’m not ignorant. But 
I’d hope even more that I was caring.
Interviewer Yeh, and loving?
A drian And loving. Those would be . . . those would have a much 
greater priority than informing. You see I'm not an information 
giver. I’m a counsellor so if I were a lecturer full of . . and if 
I saw lecturing as information giving, then yes, I might be 
better informed. But I’m actually a counsellor. I’m trying 
to help people elicit clarity in their lives, of which information 
will play only a relatively small role. I’m concerned with 
values as well as with information. Yes I am concerned with 
information, but I don’t want to accidentally fill myself with 
trivial information, in case it took so much of my time 
acquiring and holding that information that I then forgot about 
values, and forgot about phyusical health, and forgot about 
some of the other um . . items of living which take an edge 
even. So I wouldn’t want to be on record as being proud 
about being ill informed. So I sort of sounded as if at one 
point I was anti-information. I am a bit anti-trivial 
information, I certainly don’t want my brain to stock what 
should be stocked elsewhere -  like in a telephone book, I want 
to care about my life.
Interviewer Right, thanks very much then ^  ^ ^ .”
and if things are getting out of control at home (yeh we can 
have more law and order there but that's hard to do). So I 
thought that Reagan might conceivably say 'things sure as hell 
won't get out of order in the rest of the world. Russia bloody 
well will not do what I don't want her to do, or I shall pull 
that fucking button and blow them all up'. It would have 
been the sort of response of a man who has been severely 
and personally hurt by the wanton act of the bullet of som e.... 
1 mean it would have ... it's that sort of accident it seemed 
to me that could create a third world war.
Interviewer Yes, being pushed to one's limits.
A drian Well the guy -  Reagan was shot without any cause, he's an 
old man it must have hurt a geat deal. How can this mindless 
pain that he has been caused to suffer, how can we get back 
at the unruly world for doing it. It would be some idiot like 
thing that cracked him (1 see) so I certainly very much wish 
to see Polish workers well. 1 was also moved in that same 
film suddenly to see (by the same film 1 mean the Polish 
film).....................
Interviewer Yes what was this called by the way?
A drian 1 don’t remember but, it would not be difficult to trace, there 
was a series of, it was a kind of week long thing, 1 thought 
it was going to be, ... but 1 mean anyone who is concerned 
with B.B.C. or Poland would be able to tell you, it ’s famous, 
important Polish documentary which was almost totally non­
edited and...........
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T R A N S C R I P T  2
liiLcrview  wiLh ArLhur
RVIEWER R igh t th e n  A rth u r , what do you th in k  abou t th e  p re s e n t  
s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland?
jr
RVIEWER
W ell I  know v ery  l i t t l e  about i t .  I  have been  to  P oland 
and know l o t s  o f P o l is h  g eo g rap h e rs  and so I ,  I  do c a tc h  up 
w ith  th e  news a  l i t t l e ,  um .. when you ask  a q u e s tio n  a s  umo. 
a s  g e n e ra l a s  t h a t ,  one i s  a p t to  have a  v e ry  g e n e ra l r e a c t io n  
say in g  t h a t  p e rh ap s  th e  um .. th e  t r a d e  u n io n  a c t i v i t i e s  lo o k  
a s  i f  th e y  were prom oting  a  somewhat um .. f r e e - e r ,  more 
humane s o r t  o f a  s o c ie ty  and th a t  one j u s t  hopes t h a t  th e  
R u ss ian s  don’ t  come and c rac k  th e  whip to o  h a r s h ly ,  o r  to o  
sudden ly  o r  to o  soon, b e fo re  th in g s  have u m ..sh ak en  down 
p e rh ap s  to  a  s o r t  o f  a  re a s o n a b le  s o r t  o f  regim e in  P o lan d .
Would you see  th e  R u ss ian s  a s  a p o t e n t i a l  s o r t  o f  t h r e a t  
to  Poland?
jr Oh I  th in k  so y e s ,  um amd um o f c o u rs e , th e  R u ss ian  b e h a v io u r  
a t  th e  tim e o f  th e  d e s t r u c t io n  o f  th e  o ld  Warsaw does n o t 
r e a l l y  end ea r them to  th e  P o le s .
^VIEWER What happened th e n , can you e la b o ra te  on th a t?
jr W ell th e  R u ss ian s  more o r  l e s s  s to o d  by , w ith in  a  few m ile s  
w h ile  th e  n a z is  d e s tro y e d  th e  o ld  Warsaw um and t h i s  was n o t 
ta k e n  k in d ly ,  so t h a t  I  th in k  th a t  one h a s  to  say  t h a t  P o la n d 's  
p o s i t io n  in  th e  e a s te r n  b lo c k  c o u n t r ie s  i s  a  m a tte r  o f  um ..
and n o t a  r e a l l y  g r e a t  y e a rn in g  f o r  
M arx is t um Marxism and L enin ism , um .. I ’ve no doubt t h a t  a  l o t  
o f th in g s  have gone on, r e a l l y  q u i te  w e ll u nder th e  um .. u n d er 
th e  e x i s t in g  reg im e . I  mean our geog rapher f r i e n d s  f o r  in s ta n c e ,  
who’ve p e rh ap s  been more d i r e c t l y  concerned  in  developm ent th a n  
have our p la n n e r  c o lle a g u e s  in  t h i s  c o u n try , um b u t I  th in k  th e re
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i s  no d o u b t  t h a t  i t  w a s n ' t  a m a t t e r  o f  c h o i c e  i t  w as a  
m a t t e r  o f  f o r c e .
VIEWER Yes, do you th in k  th a t  R u ss ia  w i l l  t r y  and persuade  th e  
P o le s  to  come over to  t h e i r  way o f th in k in g  w ith  r e s p e c t  
to  th e  way th e y  ru n  t h e i r  governm ent?
ir Oh I  th in k  in  a  p a r t i c u l a r  sense  o f th e  word p e rsu a d e .
VIEWER P ersuade y e s .
ir You know i t ’ s  r a th e r  umo. i t ’ s  r a th e r  l i k e  an In d ia n  v i l l a g e  
th e  o n ly  one I  had been  in  t h a t  had gone c o l l e c t iv e  on th e  
b a s i s  o f  eq u a l sh a re s  p e r  fa m ily  i r r e s p e c t iv e  o f  fa m ily  s iz e  
when I  asked  what happened i f  a p a r t i c u l a r  a b le  b o d ie d  member 
o f a fa m ily  was n o t p la y in g  h i s  f u l l  p a r t  l e t ’ s  say  um i n  th e  
um .. p lo u g h in g  and th e  umo. head man s a id " w e ll  we p e rsu ad e  
him” so i t  would be t h a t  s o r t  o f  p e rs u a s io n  I  th in k .
Um.. I t ’ s  n o t my f i e l d ,  y o u ’ve g o t . . .  I  mean i f  you w anted 
an answ er to  th e  q u e s tio n  th e r e  would be p eo p le  t h a t  you 
cou ld  a sk  l i k e  P au l Lew is, b u t umo.
VIEWER Who, P au l Lewis?
Yes he i s  th e  p u n d it .
VIEWER He i s  i n  your departm en t i s  he?
In  th e  f a c u l ty .
VIEWER In  th e  f a c u l ty  y e s .
Um.. you know he i s  one h a l f  o f t h i s  S o v ie t Government c o u rs e ,  
F rank  C a s s e ls  b e in g  th e  o th e r  h a l f ,  b u t P a u l ’s  a r e a  i s  
a c tu a l ly  P o lan d , and he speaks P o lis h  s o . .
VIEWER Um.. Have you spoken to  your f r ie n d s  t h a t  you know horo  
in  England who a re  P o le s  abou t th e  s i tu a t io n o
No my, my geog rapher f r i e n d s  a re  in  P o lan d , one o f them I  have 
seen  in  E ngland, no t lo n g  ago , s e v e ra l  o f them , I  met in  Tokyo
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oddly  enough a t  th e  tim e when th e  um .. th e  c r i s i s  began 
abou t a y e a r ago um .. and a t  th a t  tim e th ey  c e r t a in l y  were 
f a i r l y  h o p e fu l t h a t  um .. a re a so n a b le  modus o f fe n d i  would 
come ou t o f th e  . .  th e  s t r e s s .
RVIEWER R ig h t chang ing  th e  s u b je c t ,  have you go t any view s abou t 
v io le n c e  on t e le v i s io n ?
jr W ell a g a in  i t s . ,  i t ’ s  n o t my f i e l d  and th e re  a re  peop le  
who cou ld  answ er th e  q u e s tio n  b e t t e r ,  um .. I  i n c l in e  to  
th e  view  th a t  i t  i s  i n f l u e n t i a l  in  sp re a d in g  v io le n c e .
{VIEWER Yes, what makes you f e e l  th a t?
W ell i f  o n e . ,  i f  one ta k e s  th e  p o s t T o x tie th  few d ay s , I  th in k  
th a t  th e  m edia had som ething to  do w ith  t h a t ,  I  th in k  t h a t  
th e r e  was a  f a i r l y  c l e a r  p a t t e r n  o f  im i ta t io n ,  um .. a n d . ,  
a g a in  i t ’ s  n o t my f i e l d  I  h av en ’ t  been  c o l l a t i n g  ev id en ce  
b u t i n t u i t i v e l y  I  would th in k  th a t  i t  was im i ta t io n
:VIEWER Would you say  th a t  s p o r ts  l i k e  box ing  and fe n c in g , ju d o , 
k a r a te  e t c . , c o u ld  be c a l le d  f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
Boxing I  would th in k  so , e s p e c i a l l y  th e  h e a v ie r  w e ig h ts , 
th e  l i g h t e r  w e ig h ts  o f te n  seem to  be h av in g  s k i l f u l  
exchanges w ith o u t b r u t a l i t y .  The o th e r s  I  r e a l l y  d o n ’ t  know 
enough abou t them, b u t I  th in k  th a t  i t  um ..  t h a t  b o th  o f  
th o se  cou ld  be re g a rd e d  a s  exchanges o f  s k i l l s  w ith o u t i n t e n t  
to  damage in  any way.
VIEWER Would you th in k  th a t  v io le n c e  in  t e l e v i s i o n  programm es o r 
a s  p o r tra y e d  on th e  n ew sree l o r in  s p o r t  i s  um .. h e lp s  o r 
encou rag es  v io le n c e  in  th e  fam ily ?  A f te r  a l l  a  l o t  o f  
c h i ld r e n  do w atch t e l e v i s i o n .
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r  I  don’ t  know. um .. I  don’ t  know i f  t h a t ’ s th e  way in  w hich
i t  i s  a bad th in g  um ,. i n . . c e r t a in ly  I  th in k  th a t  th e  
s o c ie ty  i s  a more v io le n t  one th a t  i t  was a  few y e a rs  ago . um .. 
v io le n c e  a s  in  f a m i l ie s  I ’m n o t su re  abou t um .. e s p e c ia l ly  
i f  one ta k e s  a  f a i r l y  b road  d e f in i t i o n  o f v io le n c e .
:EWER What do you p e r s o n a l ly  mean by i t ?
W ell I  th in k  u s u a l ly  one th in k s  o f p h y s ic a l  v io le n c e ,  b u t um ..
I ,  I  know th a t  somepeople re g a rd  v e rb a l v io le n c e  a s . ,  a s  o f te n  
a s  h u r t f u l  and I  c e r t a in l y  w ouldn’ t  l i k e  to  exclude  i t .  I  th in k  
um I  th in k  th a t  um p ro b ab ly  w ith in  fam ily  v io le n c e  i s  o f te n  o f 
t h a t  c h a ra c te r  um .. and I  you know Ihave h ea rd  p eo p le  whose 
m a rria g e s  have b roken  up , t a lk in g  abou t v io le n c e  w hich was 
r e a l l y  v io le n c e  o f  a t t i t u d e  and um .. r e a l l y  c r u e l ty  o f  v e rb a l  
excahnge r a th e r  th a n  by p h y s ic a l  v io le n c e , and I  um .. I  th in k  
i t  i s  f a i r  enough. Now w hether th e  t e l e v i s i o n  would ferm en t 
t h a t ,  I  don’t  know. um .. i t  m ight um .. i t  m ight d e c re a s e , 
nNG/SOLAR ENERGY d em o n stra tin g  t h a t  i t  can be so h a rm fu l.
lEWER Y es. R ig h t to  change to  som ething d i f f e r e n t ,  th e  o th e r
weekeknd a  fe llo w  c ro s se d  th e  channe l u s in g  a  b a l lo o n  and
s o la r  en e rg y , do you fo re s e e  b a l lo o n in g  a s  a  p o t e n t i a l
sou rce  o f  t r a v e l  f o r  th e  fu tu re ?
I t ’ s  n o t th e  same th in g  i s  i t ?  I  mean th e  gen tlem an  w ith  th e  
s o la r  energy  was in  a  l i t t l e  l i g h t  a e ro p la n e , um .. and 
b a l lo o n in g  i s  much more th e se  days v e ry  lo n g  d is ta n c e  th in g s  
w ith  th e  helium  p ack . No I  don’t  th in k  b a l lo o n in g  as such 
I  mean th e  d i r i g i b l e  m ight come back o f co u rse  and s o . .
[EWER S o rry  th e  which?
The d i r i g i b l e  th a t  i s  a d i r e c t a b l e ,  d i r e c ta b l e  l i g h t e r  th a n  
a i r  c r a f t ,  m ight co n ce iv ab ly  make a  come b ack . um .. e s p e c i a l l y  
i f  th e  energy  sav in g  by b e in g  l i g h t e r  th an  a i r  was enough to
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b e  r e a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  t h e n  t h e  s a v i n g  o f  o i l  o r  m ost  o f  o u r  
e n e r g y  f o r
RVIEWER Yes a f t e r  a l l  I  mean s o la r  energy  has been used  w ith  
r e s p e c t  to  s o la r  h e a t in g  fo r  example i n  a p r o je c t  up 
h e re  in  M ilto n  Keynes so o b v io u s ly  a l t e r n a t i v e  te c h n o lo g is t s  
do see  t h a t  s o la r  energy  h as  go t some u s e ,  have you go t 
any v iew s abou t th i s ?
j r Oh I  th in k  i t  i s  some use  a l Z r ig h t , I  mean o b v io u s ly  in  some 
p la c e s  i t  h a s  go t a  g r e a t  d e a l o f use um .. I  w ouldn’t  th in k  
t h a t  t r a v e l  was n e c e s s a r i l l y  i t ?  um .. i t ’ s  prim e a p p l ic a t io n  
a lth o u g h  even t h a t  w o u ld n 't  be in c o n c e iv a b le  g iv e n  b e t t e r  
b a t t e r i e s  f o r  in s ta n c e .
RVIEWER B e t te r  b a t t e r i e s .
ir Yes w e ll  in  a  s e n se , l i g h t e r  in  r e l a t i o n  to  s to ra g e  y e s . .  
You ask  me abou t a l l  s o r t s  o f t h i n g s . . .
RVIEWER Yes n o t r e l a t e d  a t  a l l .
ir
THIRD WORLD 
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On th e  o th e r  hand g eo g rap h e rs  presum ably  ought to  know 
abou t um .. q u i te  a  wide ran g e  o f  th in g s ,  o r  a t  l e a s t  
know som ething  abou t g e n e ra l  know ledge.
R ig h t A rth u r have you g o t any v iew s abo u t th e  developm ent 
o f th e  t h i r d  w o rld , p o l i t i c a l l y  and eco n o m ica lly ?
Yes, I  suppose abou t tw en ty  y e a r s  ago I  was a  k in d  o f  a  
developm ent g eo g rapher and so , y es  I  suppose I  have some 
v iew s um .. a g a in  i t ’ s  a  v e ry  g e n e ra l fo rm u la tio n , b u t  I  
suppose t h a t  one th in g  t h a t  I  would c e r t a in l y  back  i s  th e  
view th a t  w es te rn  e x p e rie n c e  would have to  be a p p l ie d  w ith  
g r e a t  c a u t io n , w hether i t ’ s  done by e x te r n a l  a g e n c ie s  o r  
by in d ig e n o u s  peop le  who a re  j u s t  b e in g  c a p t iv a te d  by th e
w este rn  te c h n iq u e s .  I  th in k  th a t  t h e r e 's  l o t s  and l o t s  
o f ev idence  to show th a t  one can do more harm th a n  good.
{VIEWER Can you t e l l  u s  more abou t t h i s  ev idence?  and what c a u t io n s  
need to  be heeded?
Um., w e ll um .. I  . .  one th in g  i s  th a t  th e re  was th e  phase 
when a l l  d ev e lo p in g  c o u n t r ie s  f r e e d  o f  th e  c o lo n ia l  yoke 
and a l l  t h a t ,  f e l t  t h a t  th e y  had to  be r e a l l y  very  im i ta t iv e  
in d e ed , and th e y  had to  have a  s t e e l  w orks w hether a s t e e l  
works made sense  o r n o t ,  and I  th in k  th e  ev idence i s  o f . ,  o f 
d is r u p t io n  o r  o f  um sh a rp en in g  o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een r i c h  and 
p o o r, so t h a t  th e  r i c h  on th e  whole g e t r i c h e r ,  and th e  poor 
g e t i f  n o t p o o re r  th e n  th e y  a re  o n ly  m a rg in a lly  l e s s  poor 
um .. i t  does seem a s  i f  som eth ing  much more in  th e  way o f 
g ra s s  r o o ts  im provement in  s ta n d a rd s  o f l i v in g  and h e a l th  
and so on would be much more to  th e  p o in t .  I t ' s  n o t easy  
because  on th e  whole um .. sim ple p e o p le , p e a s a n ts  o r  w hatever 
you l i k e  to  c a l l  them r e a l l y  want to  be l e f t  a lo n e , th e y  d o n 't  
want to  be developed  th an k  you v e ry  much, and y e t  th e r e  a re  
d eg ree s  to  w hich in te r v e n t io n  o f  some k in d , you know p r e f e r a b ly  
n o t from f o r e i g n e r s , r e a l l y  a lm ost h as  to  o ccu r s im ply  b ecau se  
i f  th e re  ev e r was a  s o r t  o f  s t a t e  o f  e q u ilib r iu m  in  w hich 
th e re  was a  s o r t  o f  happy w e ll a d ju s te d  s o c ie ty  i n  many 
t r o p i c a l  env ironm ents  i t  h a s  lo n g  s in c e  been  u p s e t .  So f o r  
la rg e  p o r t io n s  o f th e  p e o p le , h e a l th ,  w e lf a re ,  in f a n t  m o r t a l i ty ,  
m a te rn a l m o r ta l i ty  and so on a re  i n  a  d e p lo ra b le  s t a t e  and 
n u t r i t i o n  c h i l  m a l - n u t r i t io n ,  p r o te in  m a l - n u t r i t io n  w hich 
e f f e c t s  in t e l ig e n c e  and so on a re  in  p r e t t y  shock ing  s t a t e .
lEWER Can you t e l l  me abou t any o f  your o b s e rv a tio n s  i n  In d ia ?  
o r e lse w h e re .
W ell my, my um .. a c tu a l  s o r t  o f  down to  e a r th  e x p e rie n c e  in  
In d ia  i s  now tw enty  f iv e  y e a rs  o ld  um .. i t  was I  th in k  a lo n g
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th e  l i n e s  I 'v e  been su g g e s tin g , t h a t  um th a t  r e a l l y  i t  was 
a m a tte r  o f t r y in g  to  a c t iv a t e  q u i te  lo c a l  com m unities to  
make b e t t e r  use o f t h e i r  env ironm ent, t h e i r  im m ediate 
environm ent by q u i te  sim ple means, m ainly  I  th in k  by 
example um .. a t  th a t  tim e t e l e v i s i o n  l e t ' s  say  o r  v ideo  
p lay b ack  and so on w o u ld n 't I  th in k  have been th e  way to  
p ro cee d , i t  may be now. But i t  would r a th e r  be p e rsu a d in g  
a p a r t i c u l a r  c u l t i v a t o r  p r e f e r a b ly  n o t to o  b ig  and r i c h ,  
to  m odify h i s  te c h n iq u e s  j u s t  s l i g h t l y  r a th e r  th a n  d r a m a tic a l ly ,  
to  show what cou ld  be done by q u i te  sim ple means, um and u m ...  
th e  la rg e  o p e ra to r ,  a man who cou ld  a f f o r d  t r a c t o r s  and so on, 
would n o t be h e lp fu l  b ecause  i t  would be re g a rd e d  a s  beyond 
th e  means o f  th e  sm all man, um .. i t ' s  n o t to  say  t h a t  ev e ry ­
th in g  th a t  was done in  In d ia  in  th e  name o f  f iv e  y e a r  p la n s  
and so on was wrong, b u t c e r t a in l y  I  th in k  a s  th e  f iv e  y e a r  
p e r io d s  have succeeded  each  o th e r  one h a s  to  say  th a t  um .. 
t h a t  th e  l o c a l  a c t iv a t io n  h a s  n o t r e a l l y  succeeded  i n  p u l l in g  
up whole com m unitieso
VIEWER What r e - o r g a n i s a t io n  would you see p o l i t i c a l l y ?
[  W ell I . ,  i t ' s  a . . .  i t ' s  d i f f i c u l t  to  say , i f  p o l i t i c s  i s  q u i te
what one i s  a f t e r  um .. o b v io u s ly  in  th e  case  o f  I n d ia  a 
com parison i s  o f te n  made w ith  C hina and w ith  um .. a  communist 
governm ent w ith  v e ry  s tro n g  c e n tr e  and w ith  th e  p a r ty  member 
in  th e  v i l l a g e  commune a s  an ex trem ely  p o w erfu l a g en t o f 
change, um .. and I n d ia  c e r t a in l y  h a s n 't  had a n y th in g  l i k e  t h a t  
and I  th in k ,  no d o u b t, from  th e  p o in t  o f  view  o f  sh e e r  
e f f ic ie n c y  th a t  th in g s  m ight have been  b e t t e r  i n  some r e s p e c t s  
i f  som ething l i k e  t h a t  had p r e v a i le d ,  um .. so you know t h a t  
would be one way t h a t  th e  co u n try  m ight move, m ight s t i l l  
move, m ight move a lm ost any day, and no doubt some th in g s  
would be b e t t e r  done by a  com bination  o f  s tro n g  c e n t r e  and 
lo c a l  an ten n a  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  th e  feed b ack  i s  g iv e n  u p , um .. 
and In d ia  d id  make changes you know, in  t r y in g  to  make la n d  
re fo rm s l a r g e ly  and so on and from  th e
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p o in t  o f view o f lo c a l  government th e re  was an a tte m p t to  
r e - a c t i v a t e  th e  age o ld  v i l l a g e  c o u n c i l ,  th e  c o u n c il o f 
f i v e ,  b u t on th e  whole i t  h as  n o t r e a l l y  changed th ingSo 
The lo c a l  b ig  boys s t i l l  dom inate and so on.
VIEWER Yes th e  l o c a l  c h ie f  i s  th a t?
W ell i t  would be some s o r t  o f  com bination  o f um ..
VIEWER That would be in  t r i b a l  a r e a s  I  presume?
Oh even c a s te  in  In d ia  o f te n  h as  some s o r t  o f head man, 
and v i l l a g e  a c c o u n ta n t who, um .. so one n e e d n 't  th in k  j u s t  
o f t r i b a l  I n d ia  a t  a l l .  um .. th e  c o u n c il o f  f iv e  who would 
be dom inated by th e  b ig  la n d  owner, th e  c a s te  H indus, th e  
money le n d e r s ,  and th e y  a re  o f te n  th e  same peo p le  and maybe 
th e  a d m in is t r a t iv e  h ie ra r c h y ,  um .. so t h a t  r e a l l y  g r a s s  r o o t s  
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  p a r t i c u l a r l y  over in to  th e  m i.o . th e  
c a s te  g ro u p s , th e  one sh o u ld  say  fo rm a lly  o u tc a s t ,  I  suppose 
th e  A r ija n a  groupSo
[VIEWER The which groups?
A r ija n a  was G h a n d i's  name f o r  them . Heaven b o rn , o r  som eth ing  
to  t h a t  im p l ic a t io n  um.o r e a l l y  i t  i s  i n  many p la c e s ,  v e ry  
much o f  a  fa c a d e . You can a b o l is h  u n to u c h a b i l i ty  by law , 
b u t you c a n 't  make p eo p le  good by law . So I  d o n 't  th in k  
I  have any v e ry  c le a r  c u t id e a s  um .. beyond th e  f e e l in g  th a t  
um .. th e  u n so lv ed  problem  i s  abou t lo c a l  g ro u p s .
VIEWER Does th e  same s im i la r  o r n o t th e  same b u t a  s im i la r  s i t u a t i o n  
e x i s t  in  A fr ic a ?
I  d o n 't  r e a l l y  know um .. you know I 'v e  s te p p e d  fo o t  on th e  
A fr ic a n  c o n tin e n t b u t d o n 't  r e a l l y  know i t .  I  know som eth ing  
abou t A f r ic a  b ecause  g eo g rap h e rs  o f  my g e n e ra tio n  knew som eth ing
CR STRIKERS
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about most p la c e s ,  I  c a n ’ t  r e a l l y  p re te n d  to  be a n y th in g  
l i k e  up to  d a te ,  b u t I  would guess th a t  th e r e  i s  som ething in  
common. I  th in k  th e re  a re  common e lem en ts  a c ro s s  th e  t h i r d  w orld, 
and I  would g u ess  th a t  y e s  som ething l i k e  t h a t  i s  th e  unso lv ed  
problem  and i t  i s  th e  problem  in  p a r t  o f s o r t  o f i n t e r n a l  
c o lo n ia lis m  i f  you l i k e ,  where under w hatever p o l i t i c a l  
regim e th e  c i t i e s  and th e  most developed  p a r t s  r e a l l y  a c t  
l i k e  c o lo n ia l  pow ers in  r e l a t i o n  to  th e  l e s s  developed  p a r t s .
You know I  r e c a l l  my d au g h te r  coming b ack , my o ld e r  d au g h te r  
coming back  from two y e a rs  V .S.O . work in  N ig e r ia  and say in g  
"what a shower o f  r a c i s t  b a s ta r d s  " th e y  a re  ou t th e r e .
RVIEWER How lo n g  ago was th i s ?
lur Oh I  suppose i t  would be seven  o r  e ig h t  y e a r s  ago,
RVIEWER Q uite  s tro n g  f e e l in g s .
u r Y es, y es  abou t you know th e  s e t t l e d  a g r i c u l t u r i s t  and th e  
nomad and th e y  m ostly  l i v e  i n  th e  n o r th  and th e  banana 
c u l t i v a t o r  from th e  deep so u th  and so on . R e a lly  q u i te  um. 
q u i te  s tro n g  v iew s abou t b a rb a r ia n s  and a l l  th e  r e s t  o f  i t .  
So I  um.o y e s  I  g u ess  t h a t  t h e r e 's  enough in  common.
RVIEWER R ig h t, som ething  d i f f e r e n t  -  I  ex p ec t you have r e a d  ab o u t 
th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  on s t r i k e  i n  th e  Maize p r is o n  in  B e l f a s t ,  
do you th in k  th a t  th e se  p eo p le  th e s e  hunger s t r i k e r s  sh o u ld  
be g iv e n  p o l i t i c a l  s ta tu s ?
ir Ah no I 'm  in c l in e d  to  th in k  n o t ,  um .. i t ' s  a  v e ry , um i t ' s  a  
v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  one, l a r g e ly  becau se  I  th in k  o f  th e  f a c t  t h a t  
you c a n 't  p u t th e  th in g  on a  k in d  o f  war fo o t in g  b ecau se  i t  
w o u ld n 't s u i t  th e  I r i s h  governm ent and th e r e  i s  so much o f  
th e  problem  would be c l e a r e r  c u t ,  i f  i t  w a s n 't  f o r  th e  f a c t  
t h a t  th e  I r i s h  g o v ern m en t's  own a t t i t u d e s  to  th e  I .R .A . a re
30 a m b iv a le n t . . .
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VIEWER Yes so am b iv a len t?
Yes, b u t um .. I ,  I  th in k  th a t  one c a n ’t  r e a l l y  see th a t  
th e se  a re  h o nourab le  s o ld ie r s  in  th e  cause a s  th in g s  a re ,
VIEWER No I  mean q u i te  a  few o f them a re  t e r r o r i s t s  a r e n ’ t  th e y  
in  a c tu a l  f a c t?
Yes o f c o u rse , o f  coursem y e s te rd a y ’ s t e r r o r i s t  i s  to d a y ’ 
Primé. M in is te r  a s  in  I s r a e l ,  o r you know Jomo K en y a tta  in  
Kenya and so on . W hether p eo p le  rem ain  t e r r o r i s t s  depends 
so much on w hether th e y  win in  th e  end . Large numbers o f 
t e r r o r i s t s  o r g a n is a t io n s  have won and in  th e  l a s t  t h i r t y  
y e a rs  and have th e n  become r e s p e c ta b le .  So th a t  one c a n 't  
be to o  s u re ,  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  I  th in k  th e  I r i s h  s i t u a t i o n  
j u s t  i s  j u s t  in o r d in a te ly  m essy.
VIEWER Yes i t  i s ,  how do you th in k  i t  g o t t h i s  way?
I t ' s  had a  lo n g  tim e to  do i t
VIEWER Yes i t  h a s  ( la u g h te r )
Yes and I  mean th e  I r i s h  keep chang ing  th e  q u e s tio n  and a l l  
t h a t ,  um .. y e s  i t  r e a l l y  i s  an e x t r a o r d in a r i l l y  complex 
p a t te rn o  You f in d  th a t  th e  peo p le  who can see c l e a r l y  how 
to  so lv e  th e  problem  a re  alw ays w e ll away from th e  sc e n e . 
You know th e  Danes o r som eth ing .
VIEWER And what ad v ice  do you th in k  th e  Danes would g iv e?
Oh th e y  see  th e  th in g  q u i te  s i m p l i s t i c a l l y ,  t h a t  you j u s t . o .  
th e  B r i t i s h  j u s t  p u l l  ou t and you j u s t  make a  u n i te d  I r e la n d  
f o r th w ith .  I 'm  t r y in g  to  th in k  i f  th e  Danes have had any 
s im i la r  p rob lem s. I 'm  su re  th ey  must have had some p rob lem s 
w ith  I c e la n d  o r  G reenland  and a l l  t h a t ,  n o th in g  q u i te  w ith
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th e  w itc h e s  brew th a t  I r e la n d  had . Anyway on th e  o r ig i n a l  
q u e s t io n , I  d o n 't  th in k  th a t  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  i s  th e  r i g h t  
answ er.
R igh t A rthu r have you go t any hob b ies?  o r p a s tim e s  o r th in g s  
t h a t  you do when you a re  n o t a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  th in g s  
t h a t  r e a l l y  touch  you and tu rn  you on.
Um.. a l o t  o f them n e g le c te d  and you know, r e t i r e m e n t  i s  a 
tim e when a l o t  o f  them m ight come up a g a in , b u t um .. y es  
I  w alk a l o t .  I 'v e  n ever been  a ro ck  c lim b e r, b u t I  do l i k e  
to  go w alk ing  and I 'm  s t i l l  v e ry  a c t iv e  in  t h a t ,  I  f i s h  a b i t  
you know. I 'v e  f is h e d  from boyhood and s t i l l  do so o c c a s io n a l ly  
um ,. I  have been  a  . . . . . . .  ta k e  a f a i r  amount o f  s p o r t ,  s o r t  o f
a c t iv e  team  games and so on have lo n g  s in c e  gone, b u t I  w alk 
and swim and so on , I  was a  m oderate p la y e r  o f  th e  v i o l i n ,  
and m ight come baick to  t h a t .  I  u sed  to  p a in t  q u i te  a  l o t  when 
I  was in  a r o u t in e  jo b .  I  m ight come back down to  t h a t  a l s o .
So y es  I 'v e  g o t a  l o t  o f  th in g s  to  tu rn  to  um .. and you know,
I  d o n 't  th in k  I 'm  ev e r b o red  in  such l e i s u r e  tim e t h a t  h a s  
come to  me s in c e  I  became an academ ic and I  d o n 't  ex p ec t to  
be b o red  i n  r e t i r e m e n t .
TEWER No, y o u 'r e  say in g  you m ig h t, o r  hope to  ta k e  up some o f  th e s e  
p a s tim e s  when you r e t i r e  w hich i s  about a  y e a r?
About a  y e a r  I  sho u ld  th in k .
lEWER Um.. can you o u t l in e  some o f  th e se  p a s tim e s  w hich you hope to  
ta k e  up , presum ably  you f i s h  a t  th e  moment do you , and w alk?
W ell som etim es y e s , and I ' d  l i k e  to  a l i t t l e  m ore. Oh j u s t  I  
th in k  more f o r  th e  p le a s u re  o f  g e t t in g  to  know d i f f e r e n t  r i v e r s  
th a n  f o r  th e  p le a s u re  o f k i l l i n g  f i s h .  um .. v e ry  o f te n  one 
d o e s n 't  k i l l  any f i s h  a c t u a l l y  -  depends on a  l o t  o f  v a r i a b l e s .  
Um.. p a in t in g ,  i f  I  succeed  in  r e t i r i n g  to  N ^rth  W ales I  would 
expec t th a t  th e re  would be som eth ings th a t  would make me want to  
go back  to  t h a t ,  I  th in k  s in c e  I  l a s t  d id  a  s u b s t a n t i a l  amount 
o f p a in t in g  th a t  c o lo u r pho tography  h as  made even an am ateu r
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much more wary o f an y th in g  p h o to g rap h ic  and so i t ' s  r e a l l y  a 
m a tte r  o f se e e in g  w hether um .. I  can tu rn  to  som ething which 
c a r r i e s  much s tro n g e r  e lem en ts  o f d e s ig n  w h ile  s t i l l  r e p re s e n t in g  
a la n d sc a p e , o r  a lan d scap e  w ith  f ig u r e s  o r w hatever um .. w ith  
you know, a f e e l in g  fo  rew ard and p e rh ap s  some p le a s u re  to o ,  
f o r  peo p le  to  lo o k  a t .
RVIEWER Did you p a in t  in  o i l s  o r d id  you use w a te r co lo u rs?
I  have done p a in t in g  in  o i l s  a b i t .  W ater c o lo u rs  m o s tly , 
i t ' s  d i f f i c u l t  to  f o r e c a s t  what Im igh t go to ,  w a te r c o lo u rs  
a re  so much more easy  and s e n s ib le ,  cheaper and so on, umm. 
o i l s  would be a new c h a lle n g e  because  i f  I  d i d n 't  do enough 
to  m a tte r .
RVIEWER What s o r t  o f  scen es  do you fav o u r?  fo r  your p ic tu r e s .
O h .. .
VIEWER Or s u b je c t s ,  n o t n e c e s s a r i l l y  s c e n e s .
IT W ell so f a r  i t  c e r t a in l y  h as  been  tow ards la n d sc a p e s  you 
know I  h a v e n 't  a c q u ire d  enough com petence w ith  f ig u r e s ,  even 
to  p u t them in to  la n d sc a p e s  w ith  any co n fid e n c e , so on th e  
whole th e y  have so f a r  been  la n d sc a p e s  a s  su ch . I  th in k  t h a t  
one would say  t h a t  t h e y 'r e  o f te n  som ething abou t se a so n s  
f o r  in s ta n c e .
VIEWER Oh y e s ,  y e s  I  ag ree  th e r e .
and th e y  n e e d n ' t . . .  I  mean th e y  cou ld  be d e t a i le d
VIEWER The autumn I 'm  p a r t i c u l a r l y  keen on.
Um.. t h e r e 's  one o f  my p a in t in g s  from when I  was a  bank  c l e r k ,  
t h a t ' s  what I  was g e t t in g  a t  r e a l l y ,  wheni was a r o u t in e  
w orker and th e r e f o r e ,  l e i s u r e  was d i f f e r e n t .
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RVIEWER I t  could  be more o rd e red  p e rh ap s because you had r e g u la r  hours?
ir Yes, y e s  p r e t t y  r e g u la r  h o u rs , and w h a t’ s more th e re  was 
energy to  s p a re .  Whereas academ ia i s  a p t to  d r a in  one 
t e r r i b l y .
RVIEWER Yes I  know I ’m le a rn in g  t h a t ,  I  g e t d r e a d fu l ly  t i r e d ,  so 
I ’m su re  you d id .
ir So umm.. one su rv iv in g  p ic tu r e  i s  sim ply th e  tru n k  o f  a  t r e e  
w ith  some ploughed la n d  b eh in d  i t  and th e re  a re  g reen  s h o o ts  
showing on th e  low er tw ig s  o f th e  t r e e ,  i t ' s  v e ry  l i k e  a 
sp r in g  i n  M id lo th ia n  t h e r e 's  no q u e s tio n , i t  c a r r i e s  an 
atm osphere so I  th in k  p ro b ab ly  ro m an tic  would be p e rh a p s  a  
term  o f abuse b u t i t ' s  som ething tow ards an em o tio n a l r e a c t io n  
to  th e  se a so n s .
RVIEWER Yes, y e s .  Do umm do th e  o th e r  seaso n s  o f  w in te r  and 
summer grab  you in  q u i te  th e  same way?
ir Oh y e s , y e s  I  mean I  have p a in te d  in  a snowstorm in  w a te r  
c o lo u rs  and th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  w a te r  c o lo u rs  ten d ed  to  ru n  
in  th e  snow i s  j u s t  p a r t  o f  i t .  Oh y e s  I  th in k  so , I  th in k  
i t ' s  um .. I  mean c o n s id e r in g  t h a t  I  w a s n 't  a  g eo g rap h e r a t  
th e  tim e , when most o f  t h i s  was done. I  th in k  one w ould say  
th a t  th e  t a s t e s  a re  f a i r l y  c a th o l ic  w ith in  th e  la n d sc a p e s  
t h a t  have th a t  s o r t  o f  r e a c t io n .  I 'm  n o t a s  a t ta c h e d  to  th e  o ld  
c o u n try  on ly  a s  one would im agine from my o r ig i n s .  I 'm  v e ry  
fond o f i^ast / J ig l ia  f o r  in s ta n c e .
RVIEWER. Oh y e s .  O.K. A rthu r I 'm  j u s t  go ing  to  tu r n  ov er th e  t a p e .
R ig lt to  co n tin u e  our d is c u s s io n :  In  a  way you r en th u sia sm
f o r  w alk ing  and p a in t in g  and f i s h in g  s o r t  o f  a l l  have in n e r  
l i n k s  d o n 't  th ey ?  b ecause  presum ably  a s  y o u 'r e  w a lk in g , you a re  
not on ly  w alk ing  from A to  B y o u 'r e  a ls o  lo o k in g  a t  th e  sc e n e ry  
and p ro b ab ly  g e t t in g  some id e a  o f what to  p a in t  and p o s s ib ly  
ta k in g  n o te s  o f r i v e r s  where you would l i k e  to  f i s h  o r know 
b e t t e r .
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Oh y e s ,  y es  I  th in k  th a t  sounds f a i r ,  y es  so I  suppose th e re  
a re  in  th a t  sense  a  co n n ec tio n  w ith  u m . o  g e t t in g  ou t o f 
Edinburgh in to  th e  P e n tla n d s  and so on. I t ' s  a  th in g  th a t  
h as  j u s t  s ta y e d  w ith  meo y e s . .
VIEWER When d id  your i n t e r e s t  in  p a in t in g  and w alk ing  f i r s t  s t a r t ,  
was i t  when you were in  th e  bank and had more r e g u la r  h o u rs  
th e n , i s  t h a t  when?
P a in t in g ,  I  c e r t a in l y  s t a r t e d  a t  s c h o o l, I  was re g a rd e d  a s  
r a th e r  to o  good a ca d em ica lly  to  c o n c e n tra te  on a r t ,  um .. b u t 
by a b i t  o f  n e g o t ia t io n  w ith  even a r i g i d  o ld  S c o t t i s h  
sc h o o l, I  was a b le  to  c o n tin u e  w ith  some p a in t in g  th ro u g h  
th e  more s tre n u o u s  o f sch o o lin g  u n t i l  I  l e f t ,  r a th e r  e a r ly  
a c tu a l ly  ^ i e f t  sch o o l j u s t  a f t e r  my s ix te e n th  b i r th d a y .  
R e a lly  because  o f  th e  slum p, and so my n o t hav in g  any sch o o l 
o b l ig a t io n s  w hatever which i s  my s t a t e ,  w a s n 't  due to  b e in g  
in  a  low grade form o r a n y th in g , i t  was because  o f  th e  slump 
and because  o f th e  chance o f an a p p re n t ic h s h ip  um .. b u t you 
know up to  th e  tim e th a t  I  l e f t ,  Iw as g e t t in g  a  s o r t  o f  
u n o f f i c i a l  h e lp  w ith  p a in t in g ,  by n o t hav in g  b ib le  le s s o n s  
a c tu a l ly  was th e  d e v ic e .
VIEWER %• n o t h av in g  b ib le  le s s o n s ,  so does t h a t  mean th a t  you w ere 
c a th o l ic  o r p r o te s t a n t  o r . . .
riEWER
No i t  was q u i te  comic a c tu a l ly ,  my sch o o l i s  a  seco n d a ry , an 
o rd in a ry  c o rp o ra t io n  secondary  sc h o o l, f a i r l y  b ig ,  
C o rp o ra tio n
Yes o rd in a ry  l o c a l  a u th o r i ty  s c h o o l, i t  was very  b ig  even 
in  my day, and i t ' s  b ig g e r  now and i t  had q u i te  a  l a r g e  
p ro d u c t, now my m iddle name i s  Amos and h av in g  o b ta in e d  th e  
exem ption i t  was th e n  a f t e r  assumed th a t  I  was exempt b ecau se  
I  was a Jew and s h o u ld n 't  go to  b ib le  le s s o n s  fo r  t h a t  r e a s o n .  
So i t  went on f o r  q u i te  some tim e . At tim e s  under a  m isu n d e r­
s ta n d in g  b u t i t  was v e ry  h e lp fu lo
lEWER (la u g h in g )  y e s  what o th e r  p a s tim e s  do you hope to  ta k e  up when 
you r e t i r e ,  p o s s ib ly  new o n es .
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l u r
You say you would l i k e  to  r e t i r e  to  N orth W ales, I  mean 
a t  th e  moment you l i v e  l o c a l ly  d o n 't  you, h e re  in  M ilton  
Keynes?
Oh I  l i v e  in  a v i l l a g e  about te n  m ile s  o u t ,  we th o u g h t we 
had done our d u t i e s  by new c i t i e s  in  C anberra  and so we 
th o u g h t we would evade th e  b u l ld o z e r s  and th e  mud and th e  
d u s t and so on, so we a re  in  a v i l l a g e  th e  o th e r  s id e  o f 
Woburn P a rk . Yes we c e r t a in l y  i f  th e  a r s o n i s t s  sp a re  our 
c o t ta g e ,  we c e r t a in l y  hope to  be in  N orth W ales i n  abou t a 
y e a r 's  tim e o b v io u s ly  do ing  th in g s  to  th e  house and th e  
garden  and so on a re  bound to  be im p o rta n t f o r  q u i te  a  lo n g  
tim e . W hether th e y  a re  new e x a c t ly  I  d o n 't  know. L ea rn in g  
Welsh I  suppose co u ld  be a  new d ram a tic  e x p e r ie n c e , um .. I  
d o n 't  know i f  we w i l l . . . .  we te n d  to  do th in g s  to g e th e r ,  my 
w ife  and I  very  much, and w hether w e ' l l  do an y th in g  v e ry  new o r 
n o t I 'm  n o t s u re ,  um .. no I  th in k  p ro b a b ly  th e  m usic and 
p a in t in g  so th a t  one d ev e lo p s  more on th e  a r ty  s id e  th a n  one 
has had fo r  a lo n g  tim e .
^VIEWER Yes d id  you develop  your m u sica l a b i l i t i e s  a t  s c h o o l, 1 mean 
you le a rn e d  to  p la y  th e  v i o l i n  d i d n ' t  you?
ir
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Yes 1 . . .  Yes 1 p la y ed  th e  v i o l i n  a s  a  c h i ld  f o r  most o f  th e  
sch o o l y e a rs  um .. and u m ...  we d id  have our sch o o l o r c h e s t r a  
and so o n , b u t we n ev er won a n y th in g  a t  th e  f e s t i v a l s  and so 
on b u t we alw ays to o k  p a r t  w ith  v ig o u r ,  th e re  was a  v e ry  
posh r i v a l  e s ta b lis h m e n t w hich alw ays won a l l  th e  p r i z e s ,  th e y  
had much b e t t e r  v io l in s  and th e y  were coached w ith in  an in c h  
o f  i t s  l i f e  and so on b u t we c e r t a in l y ,  we w e re n 't  i n a c t iv e  
o r  la c k in g  in  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a t  a l l .  When 1 c o n s id e r  how lo n g  
ago i t  i s  1 th in k  i t  say s  som eth ing  fo r  th e  sy stem . You know 
1 l e f t  sch o o l in  1 9 3 3  so one i s  t a lk in g  abou t th e  l a t e  2 0 ' s  
and e a r ly  3 0 ' s  -  n o t bad 1 th in k .
R igh t p a s s in g  on to  som ething  a l i t t l e  d i f f e r e n t .  Have you 
go t any ad v ice  th a t  you w o u ld ,g iv e  to  somebody g e t t in g  m a rried ?
D o n 't o r  som ething l i k e  t h i s .
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j r ( la u g h in g ) w e ll t h a t ' s  what Mr Punch s a id  i s n ' t  i t ,  um.o 
w e ll th r e e  o f our c h i ld re n  a re  m a rried , I  d o n 't  know th a t  
w e've ev e r v e n tu re d  to  o f f e r  them any a d v ic e .
ÎVIEWER How many c h i ld r e n  have you?
ir We've g o t fo u r  t h e r e 's  one l e f t ,  a g i r l  aged f i f t e e n  ab o u t, 
um.o I  th in k  i t  would depend p a r t l y  on w hether th e  ad v ice  
was a sk ed . I  mean i f  th e re  was a  p a r t i c u l a r  problem  l i k e  
fo r  in s ta n c e  um.o one o r a n o th e r  p a r tn e r  h av in g  a  h i s to r y  
o f m en tal breakdow ns o r som eth ing , th e n  th e re  m ight be an 
o cca s io n  f o r  you know a t  l e a s t  a  d is c u s s io n  i f  n o t a d v ic e , 
um .. b u t i t ' s  c e r t a in l y  a  th in g  I  would n o t ru sh  a t .  umo.
VIEWER No, th e r e f o r e  you a r e . . o a re  you im p ly ing  t h a t  one sho u ld  
have a  f a i r l y  le n g th y  c o u r ts h ip ?
Oh t h a t  must la y  immensly w ith  in d iv id u a l s ,  b u t th e n  you 
know I  th in k  th e  whole th in g  i s  t h a t  i f  peo p le  a re  g e t t in g  
m a rr ie d , i f  th e y 'v e  th o u g h t abou t th e  th in g  and made up t h e i r  
own m ind ,and  nowadays g e t t in g  m a rried  i s  r e a l l y  much more um .. 
a g re e in g  th a t  th e y  want to  s ta n d  up and be coun ted  among th e  
peo p le  t h a t  have conformed w ith  s o c i e t y 's  s o r t  o f  c a t e g o r i s a t io n ,  
most m a rr ia g e s  p ro b ab ly  come a f t e r  a  p e r io d  o f  l i v i n g  to g e th e r  
nowadays, i n  w hich case  o f f e r in g  ad v ice  would u s u a l ly  be um .. 
v e ry  much and u s u a l ly  unw anted and so on . So I  th in k
th e re  co u ld  be o c c a s io n s  when i f  i t  were asked  f o r ,  some id e a s  
m ight flo w , b u t on th e  whole i t ' s  n o t a  th in g  th a t  I  would go fo r .
VIEWER No, I  mean you would s t i l l  ad voca te  p eo p le  g e t t in g  m a rr ie d  
a s  opposed to  l i v i n g  to g e th e r?
Oh I  th in k  so , um .. I  th in k  I 'm  in  fav o u r o f i t  a s  an 
i n s t i t u t i o n  and i t  h a s . ,  i t ' s  g o t ups and downs o b v io u s ly , 
b u t um .. y e s  I  th in k  I 'm  in  fav o u r o f i t  and um .. you know 
I  th in k  um i t ' s  r e a l l y  no t th e  answ er to  your q u e s t io n ,  b u t 
I  th in k  on th e  whole th e  um .. freq u en cy  o f b roken  m a rr ia g e s  i s
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I  th in k  a p i t y .  I  th in k  I ’m ready  to  adm it th a t  many 
second m a rria g e s  appear to  do r a th e r  w e ll ,  b u t a l l  th e  same, 
depnding on i f  th e re  a re  c h i ld r e n ,  I  th in k  th a t  th e  p r ic e  a t  
which th a t  r e l a t i v e  su c c e ss  i s  a t t a in e d  i s  p u t very  h ig h .
And so f a r  I  th in k  p ro b ab ly  I  cou ld  m ention a l l  th e  fa m ily  
w ith  th e  m a rried  p a re n ts  i s  p ro b ab ly  a s  good an environm ent 
fo r  c h i ld r e n  a s  one h as  evo lved  and c e r t a in l y  what one h as  
seen  now te n d s  to  f in d  o th e r  s o lu t io n s  n o t b e in g  im p re s s iv e .
I  th in k  th e  s h o r t  answ er to  t h i s  q u e s tio n  i s  th a t  on th e  whole 
I  w o u ld n 't o f f e r  a d v ic e , m ight g iv e  i t  i f  ask ed , depending  on 
th e  c irc u m sta n c e s  and so on.
MY JOB INVOLVES
VIEWER R igh t th e n  A rthu r can you o u t l in e  what you th in k  your 
job  in v o lv e s  h e re  a t  th e  Open U n iv e rs ity ?
( la u g h te r )  N o .. .
VIEWER More th a n  one p e rso n  h as  laughed  a t  t h a t  q u e s tio n
W ell my view s a re  b ia s e d  o f  co u rse  by th e  f a c t  t h a t  I  was a 
c o n v e n tio n a l p ro fe s s o r  in  a  c o n v e n tio n a l d ep a rtm en t,
VIEWER In  A u s t r a l ia ?
Yes a  more th a n  c o n v e n tio n a l departm en t because you know 
in  A u s t r a l i a  good p r o f e s s o r s  a t  ih a t tim e c e r t a in l y  w ere s t i l l  
good p ro f e s s o r s ,  th e re  may have been  some e ro s io n  o f  th e  
p o s i t i o n s  s in c e  th e n . um .. so I  f in d  th e  job  e x tre m e ly  
p e c u l ia r ,  I  th in k  t h a t  th e  um .. th e  O .U 's  d e c is io n  to  have 
p ro fe s s o r s  and to  keep on g e t t in g  them i s  n o t r e a l l y  th o u g h t 
th ro u g h  v e ry  f u l l y  and so I  f in d  th e  job  q u i te  p e c u l i a r .
In  a sense  i t ' s  a p o s i t io n  o f  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  w ith o u t power 
in  t h a t  we a re  supposed to  be p ro v id in g  le a d e r s h ip ,  w ith o u t th e  
power t h a t  a p p e a rs  somehow to  prom ote a t t e n t i o n  to  what a 
s e n io r  p e rso n  sa y s . I  d o n 't  th in k  th a t  my departm en t in  
C anberra  was e x a c t ly  brow b e a te n , I  d id  t r y  to  be p rim a s e n ta  
no t to  be any k in d  o f d i c t a t o r .
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flEWER To be what sorry?
Prim a s e n ta  p a r i s  f i r s t  among e q u a ls ,  b u t I  th in k
th a t  because  th e re  was more power and more u l t im a te  um .. 
power to  d i r e c t  peop le  to  d u t i e s  and so on, th e r e f o r e ,  I  
th in k  th a t  ex p e rie n c e  and c r i t i c i s m  o f fe re d  and so on was 
payed more a t t e n t i o n .  You know my norm h e re  would b e , o r 
c e r t a in l y  used  to  b e , th a t  I  would o f f e r  a  s u g g e s tio n  abou t 
th e  way to  ta c k le  a  te a c h in g  problem  and I  used  to  a llo w  abou t 
a  two y e a r  la g  b e fo re  peo p le  th o u g h t th a t  th e y  had th o u g h t o f i t  
th e m se lv e s .
7IEWER Oh I  see  y e s ,  t h i s  i s  ta k in g  o th e r  p e o p le 's  id e a s  on b o ard  
and th e n  p u t t in g  them fo rw ard  a s  your own?
Yes um .. i t ' s  p ro b ab ly  t h a t  i f  one i s  o f f e r in g  a d v ic e , s u g g e s t­
io n  o r w h a tev e r, a s  an ex p e rie n c e d  u n iv e r s i ty  te a c h e r ,  th e  
ex p e rie n c e  o f a  l o t  o f s tu d e n ts  i s  what g iv e s  i t  m e rit  i f  i t  
h as  any , um .. so by th e  tim e peo p le  th in k  th a t  th e y  have th o u g h t 
o f  i t  th e m se lv e s , p e rh ap s  th e y  have because  th e y  have had more . 
e x p e r ie n c e . Um.. so I  have found th e  job  q u i te  p e c u l i a r ,  
you know one i s  some k in d  o f assumed le a d e r  in  n»y case  in  
geography, b u t on th e  whole um .. you know one h a s n 't  a  
departm en t and peo p le  shoo t o f f  to  i n t e r - d i s c i p l i n a r y  c o u rse s  
le a v in g  th e  co re  d e fe n c e le s s  and so ono I t  i s  in c r e d ib ly  , 
a f r e e  f o r  a l l  p la c e  i n  what p eo p le  choose to  do o r  n o t to  do, 
w hether to  come in  o r  n o t to  come i n  and so on . You know i t ' s  
d iv id e d  in to  th e  monks and th e  w ise v i r g in s  and th e  w ise 
v i r g in s  on th e  whole a re  th e  ones t h a t  d o n 't  come i n .  Monks 
a re  th e  ones t h a t  do come i n ,  um .. so my job  c o n s i s t s  o f 
b e in g  a  s p e c ta to r  o f  t h i s  c u r io u s  academ ic chaos and o c c a s io n a l ly  
o f  c o u rse , o f  c a r ry in g  o u t some du ty  o f com m ittee o r  b e in g  
a  dean fo r  a  p e r io d  o r  som ething l i k e  t h a t .  um .. and o f  c o u rs e , 
b e in g  th e  b e s t  co u rse  te a c h e r  t h a t  one can , o r th e  b e s t  team  
member, you know b e in g  a s  lo y a l  a s  p o s s ib le ,  to  th e  chairm an 
whoever t h a t  m ight b e , p e rh ap s  a  co m p ara tiv e ly  ju n io r  p e rso n  
um .. so i t ' s  a very  d i f f e r e n t  jo b , I  th in k  j u s t  b e in g  an O.U. 
academ ic i s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  jo b , b u t b e in g  p ro fe s s o r  o f  geography
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I  t h i n k  i s  s l i g h t l y  a  n o n - j o b ,  b u t  t h e  c o u r s e  team  t h i n g ,
I  th in k  on th e  whole I 'v e  come to  b e , i f  n o t h o s t i l e  to  
th e  co u rse  team id e a ,  a t  l e a s t  very  very  c a u t io u s  about 
th e  c irc u m sta n c e s  in  which I 'm  su re  i t ' s  a good th ingo  
P a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  l a r g e .  I 'm  v ery  v e ry  dub ious indeed  about i t .
I  may have s a id  some o f t h i s  b e fo re ,  I  d o n 't  l i k e  th e  f a c t  th a t  
one h as  on ly  one o r two o f maybe th re e  o r so u n i t s  in  a  c o u rse , 
I  d o n 't  l i k e  hav ing  such a  sm all p ro p o r tio n  o f  a cou rse  in  
w hich one i s  a c tu a l ly  c o n t r ib u t in g  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  um .. I  d o n 't  
know what e l s e  th e re  i s  abou t th e  O.U. r e s e a rc h  h as  been  a 
b i t  o f a jo k e  um ..o
VIEWER For you p e r s o n a l ly  o r your departm en t?
I  was th in k in g  o f me p e ro s n a l ly  um .. I  th in k  f o r  everybody 
i n i t i a l l y ,  f o r  th e  non -departm en t we have now a  sm all 
r e s e a rc h  g roup , n o t in  my f i e l d  and I  have t r i e d  to  back  i t  
and to  ta k e  p a r t  in  a  u s e f u l  way, th e  i n i t i a t i v e  in  t h a t  
r e a l l y  b e lo n g s  to  P h i l i p  S arn  um .. and I  th in k  th a t  t h a t  
group i s  now do ing  q u i te  w e ll on a  fu n d in g  p r o je c t  in  
and I  th in k  t h e r e 's  a  group o f th r e e  o r  fo u r  p r o je c t s  some 
o f them go ing  a c ro s s  d i s c i p l in e  bounds w hich um .. a re  
w o rth w h ile , um.o I  c e r t a in l y  h a v e n 't  been  th e  s o r t  o f  l i t e r a r y  
i n  t h a t  a c t i v i t y  in  th e  way t h a t  I  m ight have expected i f  th e r e  
had been  a  s im i la r  group in  C an b erra , Um.. As I  s a id  I 'v e  
t r i e d  to  back  i t  and to  be a  lo y a l  member o f  th e  g roup , n o t a l l  
th e  g eo g rap h e rs  a re  i n  t h i s  g roup , John  B lu n d e ll  f o r  in s ta n c e  
i s  a c t iv e  b u t i s  a c t i v e . . . .
^VIEWER JOhn Blunden?
Yes h e 's  th e  l e a d e r ,  he i s  a c t iv e  o u ts id e  t h a t  group um .. I  
suppose my own work i s  f a i n t l y  a c t iv e  h a s  rem ained  a c t iv e  
th ro u g h o u t th e  e le v e n  y e a r s  o r  tw elv e  y e a r s  w hatever i t  i s  
b u t o u ts id e  any s o r t  o f O.U. g roup , t h a t  p ro b ab ly  i s  n o t 
p e c u l ia r ,  you know I  th in k  som etim es in d iv id u a l  academ ics do
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j u s t  have in d iv id u a l  i n t e r e s t s  and th e re  i s  n o th in g  
p e c u l ia r  o r d i f f e r e n t  about t h a t .  u m ... s o . . o .
RVIEWER Were you p ro fe s s o r  o f geography in  C anberra?
ur Yes.
;VIEWER Yes b u t how does your job  h e re  a s  p ro fe s s o r  o f geography 
d i f f e r  from th a t  in  C anberra?
W ell f o r  one th in g  I  was a p ro fe s s o r  o f whole g eo g rap h e r,
[VIEWER Which?
Whole, w hereas h e r  i t ' s  human geography in  a  f a c u l ty  o f 
s o c ia l  s c ie n c e s ,  t h e r e 's  an e a r th  s c ie n c e s  group in  th e  
f a c u l ty  o f  s c ie n c e  which i s n ' t  a  s c ie n c e s  group i t  co v e rs  
geo logy , g e o -p h y s ic s  and g eo -ch e m is try  and t h e r e 's  some 
oceanography b u t i t ' s  g e o lo g ic a l  oceanography and th e re  a re  
q u i te  a few oceanography in  t h a t .  There i s n ' t  any c lim a to lo g y ' 
t h e r e 's  no b io -g eo g ra p h y  a lth o u g h  o f co u rse  some o f th e  
e c o lo g is t s  a re  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  somewhat s im i la r  p rob lem s, so 
I  was a  p ro fe s s o r  o f  whole geography, I  knew o f  c o u rse , t h a t  
i t  would be a  change in  t h a t  r e s p e c t ,  b u t I  d i d n ' t  ex p ec t 
th e  e a r th  s c ie n c e s  to  be q u i te  such a  n u isan ce  i n  th e  way 
o f b u ry in g  th e  p ro g re s s  o f  th e se  o th e r  th in g s ,  and th e r e f o r e ,
I  th o u g h :th e  e a r th  s c ie n c e s  would be th e  e a r th  s c ie n c e s  
and th e r e f o r e ,  a  m eeting  p la c e  would be much e a s ie r  th a n  i t  
h as  p roved to  b e .
riEWER T h a t 's  n o t th e  case?
T h a t 's  r i g h t .
ŒEWER I s  t h i s  because  o f  th e  way th e  e a r th  s c ie n c e , group i s  run?
Oh I  th in k  so y e s , you know I  th in k  um .. P ro fe s s o r  G askeigne 
you know o b v io u s ly  w ith  a h ig h e r  r e p u ta t io n  a s  a  g e o lo g is t .
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and i t ’ s grown in  s ta tu r e  s in c e  h e 's  been h ere  and h i s  d r iv e  
was tow ards to  geology and c lo s e ly  r e l a t e d  f i e l d s ,  bo th  
very  a c t iv e  in  r e c e n t y e a r s ,  c r u c i a l l y  a c t iv e  in  i n t e r a c t io n  
w ith  geology a s  such . So i t  i s  u n d e rs ta n d a b le  t h a t ' s  what 
e a r th  s c ie n c e s  i s  h e re ,  b u t um .. I  th in k  th e re  ought to  be 
a b e t t e r  word, i t  ought to  be g e o lo g ic a l  s c ie n c e s  p lu r a l  and 
no t e a r th  s c ie n c e s  which c e r t a in l y  ought to  in c lu d e  a t  l e a s t  
c lim a to lo g y  um .. i t ' s  an im p o rtan t th in g  in  a u n iv e r s i ty  
t h a t ' s  go ing  to  g e t in to  e a r th  s c ie n c e s  c e r t a in l y  ought to  
have work in  th a t  f i e l d  and i t  d o es , o f co u rse  i t  does mesh 
you se e , I  mean i t  meshes w ith  um .. a g r i c u l t u r a l  geography 
and even w ith  u rban  s tu d ie s  because  c i t i e s  have c l im a te s  to o  
t h a t ' s  one change. I  knew i t  would be somewhat l i k e  t h a t  
so I  came to  t h a t  w ith  my ey es  open. I  d i d n ' t  I  th in k  
fo re s e e  t h a t  one would g e t so much in to  s o c ia l  u rb an  prob lem s 
a s  a main f i e l d .  The n e a r e s t  to  an a g r i c u l t u r a l  geography 
fo r  in s ta n c e  i n  t h i s  u n iv e r s i ty  i s  p e rh ap s  a food  p ro d u c tio n s  
system s c o u rse , um .. th e  p la c e s  where geography ought to  be 
c o n t r ib u t in g  a p t • to  be a  b la n k  o r even , even h o rre n d o u s .
So I  h a d n 't  ex p ec ted  th a t  and John  B lunden had worked on 
a g r i c u l t u r a l  p rob;em s so I  q u i te  th o u g h t t h a t  he would d ev e lo p  
t h a t .  um .. and I  h a d n 't  ex p ec ted  a  la c k  o f  c l im a to lo g is t s  f o r  
him to  mesh w ith , i n  f a c t  h i s  i n t e r e s t s  d i d n ' t  s ta y  t h e r e ,  th e y  
moved in to  m in e ra l r e s o u rc e s  so a s  I  say  food  p ro d u c tio n  
system s i s  th e  o n ly  p a r t  o f  what um ..  c e r t a in l y  i n  my own 
departm en t in  C anberra  was an im p o rta n t p a r t  o f  what we d id .  
um .. i t ' s  p a r t l y  I  suppose a . ,  th e  f a c t  t h a t  um .. s in c e  th e  
O^en U n iv e rs i ty  has been  in  e x is te n c e  t h a t  B r i t a in  h a s  become 
v ery  in t r o s p e c t iv e  and we a re  v e ry  u rb an  I  suppose
th a t  fo c u s  on t h i s  s o r t  o f  u r b a n . . o f te n  p o l i t i c a l  scene  i s  
f a i r  enough. You see  even i f  you ta k e  th e  te a c h in g ,  th e r e  
used  to  be a  co u rse  c a l le d  u rban  developm ent, w hich i n c i d e n t a l l y  
in c lu d e d  te c h n o lo g is t s ,  th e  new one th e  te c h n o lo g is t s  s a id  
th e y  would l i k e  to  c o n t r ib u te  b u t c o u ld n 't  because  th e y  were 
to o  busy s e l l i n g  s o c ia l  s c i e n t i s t s  o n ly , i t ' s  t i t l e  changed to  
Urban change and c o n f l i c t .
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VIEWER Yes I d o n 't  know th a t  one a t a l l .
VIEWER
I t ' s  go ing  o u t to  j u s t  coming up to  going  ou t to  f o r  th e  
f i r s t  tim e .
Yes what number i s  th a t
Two zero  two i t ' s  p la in  D you see th e  o th e r  one was D T 
b u t 201 I  th in k  i t  was, b u t th e  new one i s  p la in  D 202 i t ' s  
ve ry  much w e s te rn  c i t i e s ,  some may go a s  f a r  a s  P o land  b u t 
no t h i r d  w orld  c i t i e s ,  i t ' s  v e ry  p o l i t i c a l ,  i t ' s  n o t v e ry  
s p a c ia l ,  i t ' s  n o t v e ry  much abou t p h y s ic a l c i t y ,  b u t a f t e r  a l l  
th e re  a re  p h y s ic a l  th in g s  abou t c i t i e s  th e y  sho u ld  do .
VIEWER Yes t h a t ' s  t r u e .
S IN THE NEWS
VIEWER
So y e s , i n  t h a t  r e s p e c t  I  th in k  th e  developm ent h a s  been  
som ething th a t  I  d i d n 't  e x p e c t.
Going back  to  th e  to p ic s  in  th e  news now, how i n t e r e s t e d  
would you say  you a re  in  to p ic s  in  th e  news and c u r r e n t  
a f f a i r s ?  Are you s o r t  o f  m o d era te ly  i n t e r e s t e d ,  y o u 'r e  n o t 
th a t  i n t e r e s t e d  a re  you?
I  would f in d  t h a t  v e ry  h a rd  to  answ er um .. I 'm  an a rd e n t r e a d e r  
and have been  ev e r s in c e  I  moved to  E ngland, I  r e a d  th e  
G uard ian , you know th e  to p  p eo p le  ta k e  th e  Tim es, i n t e l l i g e n t  
peo p le  re a d  th e  G u ard ian .
VIEWER (la u g h in g )  y e s .
Lir I  f in d  i t  in c r e a s in g ly  d i f f i c u l t  because  th e  news i s  so 
r e p u ls iv e ,  so d e p re s s in g  th a t  I  f in d  i t  q u i te  d i f f i c u l t  to  
keep up um .. r e a l l y  s te a d y  and deep re a d in g  o f  th e  G u a rd ian . 
But you know I  suppose I  v ^ ld  be above average  in  some s o r t  o f  
i n t e r e s t  in  c u r re n t  a f f a i r s .
VIEWER Would you c o n s id e r  y o u r s e l f  w e ll inform ed?
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Not v e ry , I  th in k  by th e  s ta n d a rd s  o f s o c ia l  s c i e n t i s t s  
I  w ouldn’t  th in k  I  was very  w e ll in fo rm ed , I  th in k  t h e r e 's  
one re a so n  f o r  t h a t ,  I  d o n 't  th in k  I 'm  a f a s t  enough r e a d e r .  
To in fo rm  m yself an th in g  l i k e  th o ro u g h ly  abou t a  to p ic  ta k e s  
a l o t  o f tim e .
[VIEWER Yes i t  d o es .
jr And I 'm  q u i te  a  slow r e a d e r ,  you know one can sk ip  o f  c o u rse , 
b u t t o . . .  i f  I 'm  r e a l l y  s e r io u s ly  in v o lv ed  I 'm  q u i te  a  slow  
r e a d e r ,  so I  w o u ld n 't  c la im  to  be v e ry  w e ll in fo rm ed , I  th in k  
my answ er to  your q u e s tio n  i s :  p e rh ap s  t h a t  I  t r y  to  be 
aware o f  what a re  th e  c u r re n t  problem s a re  and s u f f i c i e n t l y  
in  touch  to  know where to  go to  f in d  o u t more i f  I  want t o ,  
to  g e t more in v o lv e d  in  t h i s  o r  t h a t  p rob lem . I  th in k  t h a t ' s  
f a i r .
VIEWER O.K. th a n k s  v e ry  much th e n  A rth u r , t h a t ' s  s u p e r .
POMND
INTERVIEWER
Ben
'r R A N S  C R I  P T  3
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  B e n
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O.K. th en  Ben how do you see th e  p re s e n t  s i t u a t io n  in  Poland?
I  th in k  you have to  be more s p e c i f i c  in  your q u e s tio n  
b e fo re  I  can s t a r t  to  g iv e  you an answ er.
INTERVIEWER Um . . w ith  re sp e c t to  th e  a c t io n  by th e  u n io n s
Ben Yes b u t which a c t io n ,  when?
INTERVIEWER W ell any p a r t i c u l a r  a c t io n  you would l i k e  to  p ic k  on.
Ben' W ell to  t e l l  you th e  t r u t h ,  i f  you d o n 't  s p e c ify  th e  
p a r t i c u l a r  a c t io n  um . . I  would be more o r l e s s  u n ab le  
to  dredge up any p a r t i c u l a r  a c t io n  m y se lf , b ecau se  I 'v e  
n o t been  fo llo w in g  i t  i n  th a t  k in d  o f  d e t a i l  and I  suppose 
I  can g iv e  a g e n e ra l view o f  what . . .  I  mean i t  seems to  
me t h a t  when you say th e  u n io n s  you must be t a lk in g  ab o u t 
S o l id a r i ty
INTERVIEWER Yes t h a t ' s  r i g h t
Ben Which I  p e fc ie v e  now a s  k in d  o f  one th in g  and um . . th e  
d r iv in g  s p i r i t  beh ind  th a t  I  perciW ve i s  W alesa and i t  seems 
to  me t h a t  he i s  in  a p o s i t i o n  o f hav ing  to  w alk a  r e a l  
t ig h tr o p e  because he h as  g o t to ,  h e 's  g o t to  f in d  a  way to  
c r e a te  some room to  move w ith o u t f r ig h te n in g  R u s s ia , and i f  
he f r ig h t e n s  them t h e y ' l l  c lo b b e r  him and um • • th e y  a re  
u n fo r tu n a te ly  i t  seems to  me in  a s i t u a t i o n  -  th e y 'v e  p u t 
th em se lv es  th e re  th e  R u ss ia n s  have where th e y  a re  easy  to  
f r ig h t e n .  I  mean what I  r e a l l y  . . . I  te n d  to  see  i t  i n
more g e n e ra l te rm s um . . anybody who s te p s  o u t on th e  p a th  
th a t  say s  the  on ly  way to  be secu re  i s  to  p u t o th e r  p eo p le  
down i s  go ing  to  be e x tre m e ly  f r ig h te n e d  when th e y  s t a r t  
r i s i n g  up , o r th ey  a re  go ing  to  p e rc ie v e  any a c t io n  by the  
people th e y  a re  p u t t in g  a s  a r i s i n g  up, and th e y  w i l l  th e n
Oi.'Coinc very  11'ig iiteried  and lend  lo  pu t i t  down h a rd e r ,  and 
theirby c r e a te  more and more r e s i s t a n c e  to  what i t  i s  t h a t  th e y  
a re  d o in g , i t ' s  a lo s in g  p r o p o s i t io n  in  th e  end and I  d o n 't
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r e a l l y  . . o I  mean what I  would l i k e  to  be ab le  to  s e e .
and don’t ,  a re  the  v a r io u s  ways in  which a s i t u a t i o n  l i k e
t h a t  can e v o lv e ,  I  mean su re  anybody can say "w e ll  t h e r e  a re  
c e r t a i n  c o n c re te  o p t io n s ,  c o n c re te  f u t u r e s  t h a t  can t r a n s p i r e "  
so t h a t  you can say t h a t  th e  R uss ians  w i l l  move in  w ith  an 
i r o n  f i s t ,  o r  the  P o l is i  economy w i l l  wreck i t s e l f  and th e n  
somebody, maybe th e  R u ss ian s  w i l l  move i n  w ith  some i r o n  a i d ,  
o r ,  you know you can go on l i k e  t h i s ,  b u t  what I  would l i k e  
to  be a b le  to  see i f  I  f e l t  I  u n d ers tood  th e  s i t u a t i o n ,  th e n  
I  would see i t  i n  te rm s o f an u n fo ld in g  p ro c e s s ,  a lm ost l i k e  
a p l a n t  growing and I ’d be a b le  to  lo o k  ahead and say " w e l l ,  
i t ' s  l i k e l y  to  tak e  t h i s  k ind  o f  shape and th e se  k in d s  o f  l e a v e s
a re  . . . "  you know, b u t  I  c a n ' t  do t h a t  and because  I  c an ' ,  t  do
t h a t ,  I  d o n ' t  reckon  I  u n d e rs ta n d  th e  s i t u a t i o n  and t h a t ' s  why 
i t  t a k e s  me a  lo n g  time to  g e t  s t a r t e d  and say  a n y th in g  about 
'how do you view th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  P o la n d ' .  So th e  f a c t  i s ,
I  d o n ' t  f e e l  t h a t  I  u n d e rs ta n d  i t .  I  mean i n  v e ry  g e n e r a l  
te rm s f o r  me i t ' s  j u s t  um . . i t ' s ,  I  t h i n k  Walesa i s  do ing  
th e  b e s t  t h a t  can  be done, I  mean h e ' s  l a b o u r in g  un d er  . . 
he f e e l s  opposed by p e o p le ,  th e  way I  see  i t ,  he. f e e l s  opposed 
by peop le  who re g a rd  power a s  power to  dominate o r  d e s to o y  a s  
th e  be a l l  and end a l l ,  and i n v a r i a b ly  peop le  i n  t h a t  p o s i t i o n  
a re  easy  to  f r i g h t e n  and would go to  g r e a t  l e n g th s  to  h id e  
th e  f a c t  and you know h e ' s  j u s t  g o t  to  s o r t  o f  manoeuvre t h i s  
way and manoeuvre t h a t  way, do h i s  v e ry  b e s t  t o  make them f e e l  
u n d e rs to o d ,  o r  a l s o  s ta k in g  ou t s ta k in g  a  c la im  t o  have h i s  
own v iew s f o r  S o l i d a r i t y ,  f o r  S o l i d a r i t y  to  have i t s  own v iew s 
um .  .  and t o ,  I  mean j u s t  lo o k in g  a t  i t  i n  te rm s  o f  c o n v e r s a t ­
io n a l  p r o c e s s ,  t h a t ' s  a l l  he can do, h e ' s  g o t  t o  make them 
f e e l  u n d e rs to o d ,  ans  h e ' s  go t to  somehow make them f e e l  l i k e  
th e y  are e x e r c i s in g  power by l i s t e n i n g  to  him,, w h ile  l i s t e n i n g  
to  S o l i d a r i t y  w h ile  th e y  e x p re s s  t h e i r  own v iew s, h e ' s  somehow 
got to  make them f e e l  so m fro tab le  w ith  th e  id e a  t h a t  t h e r e  
might be d isag reem en t b u t  t h a t  c e r t a i n l y  i s n ' t  th e  same a s  
m isu n d e rs ta n d in g ,  and i f  they  u n d e rs tan d  each o th e r  v e ry  w e l l  
th en  th e y  can work tow ards  agreem ent, th ey  m u s tn ' t  co n fu se  
the  two, u n d e rs ta n d in g  -  m isu n d e rs tan d in g  and d is a g re e m e n t .  
T h a t ' s  i n  th e  end, t h a t ' s  a l l  I  s ee ,  I  guess  I  see  i t  i n  te rm s  
o f  t h a t ' s  what he h as  to  do and th e  end, th e  s i t u a t i o n  o n ly
VIOLENCE ON T.V.
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b e c o m e s  s i m p l e  f o r  me t o  u n d e r s t a n d ,  i f  I  go i n t o  one  
p e r s o n  and s a y  "O.K. w h a t ' s  he g o t  t o  do -  t h a t ' s  w h at h e ' s  
g o t  t o  do"
INTERVIEWER What a c t io n  has  he got to  tak e?
Ben No t h a t ' s  what he has  to  a c h i e v e , how he can ach iev e  t h a t  
I  d o n ' t  know, on ly  he can d ec id e  t h a t  i n  h i s  s i t u a t i o n ,  bu t 
t h a t ' s  what h e ' s  go t to  a c h ie v e .
INTERVIEWER R ight Ben to  change th e  s u b j e c t , have you any views on. 
v io le n c e  i n  t e l e v i s i o n  porgrammes?
Ben T e l l  you what Jen n y , would i t  save you t a p e ,  i f  you tu r n  
th e  th in g  o f f  w h ile  I  t h in k  b e fo re  I  say  any th in g ?
INTERVIEWER I t  d o e s n ' t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  m a t te r
Ben Or do you want to  know how lo n g  I  though t?
INTERVIEWER Well th e  h e s i t a t i o n s  a r e  f a i r l y  im p o r tan t
Ben O.K. w e l l  t h e r e  w i l l  be lo n g  ones sometimes
INTERVIEWER And lo n g  p a u s e s ,  I  mean i n  a c t u a l  f a c t  th e  l e n g th  o f  th e  p au ses  
a re  sometimes n o te d  by th e  t y p i s t ,  b u t  i f  i t  i s  a  lo n g  
h e s i t a t i o n ,  we a r e  p u t t i n g  t h a t  i n  a s  p a r t  o f  ou r a n a l y s i s ,
I  have got enough t a p e s  a c t u a l l y .
Ben V iolence on t e l e v i s i o n ......................Well t h e r e ' s  what I  t h i n k ,
and t h e r e ' s  what I  th in k  o th e r  peop le  th in k  . . . what I  t h i n k  
o th e r  peop le  th in k  seems to  be d iv id e d  between two camps, th o s e  
who th in k  i t  p ro v id e s  a r e l e a s e  and th o se  who th in k  i t  p ro v id e s  
p r o v o c a t io n . .  . . . .  I  t h in k  th e  b e s t  p o in t  o f  r e f e r e n c e  I  can 
take  i s  what happens when I  see my thr».*e y ea r  o ld  d a u g h te r  
w atching  i t  because  we d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  go up and sw itch  i t  
o f f  to  p r o t e c t  h e r  from i t  o r  a n y th in g  l i k e  t h a t .
INTERVIEWER You j u s t  h a v e  t h i s  o n e  t e l e v i s i o n  do you
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!km No t h e r e ’ s  a n o t h e r  one u p s t a i r s  b u t  s h e ' s  o n l y  t h r e e  so  
s h e  t e n d s  t o  be w h ere  we a r e .  The o t h e r  n i g h t  j u s t  b e f o r e  
o r  j u s t  a f t e r  s u p p e r ,  I  c a n ' t  remember w h ic h ,  j u s t  a s  we 
w ere  w a i t i n g  f o r  Panoram a t o  come on and B l a k e ' s  S e v e n  w as  
o n .
INTERVIEWER Between about seven and e ig h t  something l i k e  t h i s ?
Ben T h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  B la k e 's  Seven i s  one of th e  most v i o l e n t  
t e l e v i s i o n  programmes t h a t  I ' v e  ever  en co u n te red ,  i t  r e a l l y  
i s  h o r r id
INTERVIEWER But th e  P r o f e s s i o n a l s  comes q u i t e  c lo s e  t o  t h a t  p o s s i b ly .
Ben Y es; b u t  i t ' s  a  v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  k in d ,  i n  th e  P r o f e s s i o n a l s  
th e  v io le n c e  enco u n te red  i s  always o f  a  known k in d ,  i n  
B la k e 's  Seven i t  i s  v e ry  o f t e n  o f  an unknown k in d ,  you know 
peop le  d o n ' t  know what th e y  a re  f a c in g ,  so i t ' s  more s c a ry  
and th e  a t t i t u d e  t h a t  I  adopt i s  um . . 1  mean i n  th e  end 
th e  q u e s t io n  t h a t  you a r e  a sk in g  me would be som ething l i k e  
'do  you sw itch  o f f  o r  n o t ,  on your own b e h a l f  o r  on somebody 
e l s e s  b e h a l f ,  which r a i s e s  c e n s o rs h ip  i s s u e s  and a l l  th e  
r e s t ,  I  mean who s w i tc h e s  o f f  and where i n  th e  t r a n s m is s io n  
c h a in ,  you know th e  whole t h i n g ' s  a l l  an  a c c id e n t  and I  d o n ' t  
t h in k  i t  i s  n e c e s s a ry  to  g e t  i n t o  a t  a l l ,  I 'm  more i n c l i n e d  to  
say t h a t  p ro v id ed  I  d o n ' t  begrudge th e  B.B.C. spend ing  my 
l i c e n c e  money on th i n g s  l i k e  B la k e 's  Seven and so on, o r  th e  
P r o f e s s i o n a l s ,  th e n  I  would r a t h e r  t h a t  i t  was th e r e  and I  had 
th e  o p t io n  o f  sw itc h in g  i t  o f f  m y se lf .  Given t h a t  th e n  th e r e  
i s  no problem f o r  me and I ' l l  sw itch  o f f  o r  n o t ,  and a t  t im e s  
I  en joy  w atch ing  som ething l i k e  th e  P r o f e s s i o n a l s ,  you know 
i t ' s  j u s t  th e  th i n g  to  w atch, somehow j u s t  th e  th i n g  I  need , 
two in  a row i s  j u s t  you know
INTERVIEWER Too much
Ben T h a t ' s  1 t h a t ' s  i t ,  b u t  now and a g a i i i  i t ' s  j u s t  t}u> t i l i n g ,
now and a g a i n  B l a k e ' s  S e v e n  i s  j u s t  t h e  t h i n g ,  t h o u g h  i n  my 
o p i n i o n ,  i t  h a s  no s i d e ,  i t ' s  no m atch f o r  S t a r  T r e k ,  ( l a u g h i n g )  
b u t  a n yw ay , t h e  c e n s o r s h i p  i s s u e  com es f o r  me w h en , y o u ' r e
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ask in g  tlie q u e s t io n  o f  who needs to  be p r o te c te d ,  and a re  
they capab le  o f  p r o t e c t in g  them se lves  o r  not and a s  f a r  as  
the  t re a tm e n t  o f  my daugh te r  i s  concerned , i f  something l i k e  
t h a t  comes on I  watch i t  and I  watch h e r  a t  the  same tim e, 
and I  l i s t e n  to  her  and th e  on ly  th in g  t h a t  I  ta k e  c a re  to  
be su re  she u n d e rs ta n d s  i s  t h a t  she can walk up and sw itch  i t  
o f f ,  anytim e,
INTERVIEWER Yes, i s  she two,
Ben S h e 's  th r e e  and i n  th e  case  o f  B la k e 's  Seven she s a id  " I  d o n ' t
l i k e  t h a t "  and I  s a id  " I  d o n ' t  l i k e  i t  much e i t h e r ,  l e t ' s
sw itch  i t  o f f "  she s a id  "O.K." I  sw itchedv .it  o f f ,  tu rn e d  i t
on to  som ething e l s e ,  t h a t  was i n  f a c t  n e a r ly  a s  n a u s e a t in g ,  
so , you know, we sw itched  to  som ething, we d i d n ' t  a c t u a l l y  
f e e l  l i k e  sw itc h in g  th e  s e t  o f f  e n t i r e l y .  So, i n  t h a t  s e n s e ,  
s in c e  Helen f e l t  f r e e  to  t e l l  me t h a t  she d i d n ' t  l i k e  i t ,  which 
i s  a co n d i to n  t h a t  I  ta k e  ca re  to  m a in ta in  to  th e  b e s t  o f  my 
a b i l i t y ,  t h a t  she f e e l s  f r e e  to  say e x a c t ly  what she i s  f e e l i n g ,  
you know, and th e n  a f t e r  t h a t  we can d ec id e  e x a c t ly  what we a re  
going  to  do about i t .  um . . .  i t ' s  o f  no consequence, th e  
on ly  f e a r  t h a t  I  w ould .have , would be t h a t  some p a r t i c u l a r  
image t h a t  ro s e  on th e  s e t  b e fo re  she s a id  " I d o n ' t  l i k e  i t "  
might i n  some sense  con tam ina te  h e r ,  f r i g h t e n  h e r ,  o r  le a v e  
a deep l a s t i n g  som ething o r  o t h e r .  But what I  would . .
( t h a t ' s  u n av o id ab le )  what I  would r a t h e r  do would be t o  j u s t  
make i t  c l e a r  to  h e r  t h a t  i t  i s  i n  h e r  power to  sw i tc h  t h a t  
s t u f f  o f f ,  most o f  i t  i s  j u s t  f a n ta s y ,  make b e l i e v e ,  on th e  
o th e r  hand, I  d o n ' t  w a n t . to  p r o t e c t  h e r  from i t ,  what I  want to  
do i s  v a c c in a te  h e r  a g a i n s t  i t  and t h i s  i s  th e  o n ly  way I  can 
see to  do i t ,  i t ' s  t h e r e ,  i t ' s  i n  r e a l  l i f e  a s  w e l l  and v e ry  
many t im e s ,  n o t  a lw ays, b u t  v e ry  many t im e s  i f  you can  j u s t  
go calm in  a v i o l e n t  s i t u a t i o n  th e n  you y o u r s e l f  might h e lp  
to  coo l i t ,  and so I  d o n ' t  t h in k  t h a t  I 'm  doing  an u n f o r tu a n t e  
th in g  by te a c h in g  h e r  t h a t  she can sw itch  i t  o f f ,  b eca u se  i n  
the  end, I  reckon  t h a t  i f  y o u ' r e  i n  a v i o l e n t  s i t u a t i o n  
y o u r s e l f  th e  on ly  way t h a t  you can g e t  ou t o f  i t ,  i f  you a re  
rioi p o sse ssed  of m assive p h y s ic a l  s t r e n g t h  i s  i f  you a c t u a l l y  
somehow change your p e r c e p t io n s  o f  th e  s i t u a t i o n  so t h a t  you 
can g ive  a re sp o n se  th a t  y o u -w o u ld n 't  have g iven  o th e rw is e  
and t l ia t  might in f lu e n c e  i t ,  i t ' s  d icey  and i t ' s  dodgy and i t
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might not work, b u t  I  see no o th e r  way and I d o n ' t  th in k  th a t  
te a c h in g  h e r  to  sw itch  o f f  the  s e t  a c t u a l l y  i s  in  o p p o s i t io n  
to  t h a t ,  I  th in k  i t ' s  in  some harmony and in  p a r a l l e l  w ith  i t .  
So i n  t h a t  r e s p e c t  i t ' s  no problem, I  d o n ' t  t r e a t  i t  a s  a 
s u b je c t  in  i t s e l f ,  a l l  I  do i s  t r y  to  be a b s o lu t e ly  c e r t a i n  
t h a t  th e  ch an n e ls  o f  communication between me and h e r  w atch ing  
th e  s e t  a re  f u l l y  open so t h a t  she and I  to g e th e r ,  o r  ev en tu a lly  
she by h e r s e l f ,  can respond to  the  s i t u a t i o n  a s  h e r  f e e l i n g s  
i n d i c a t e  a re  h e a l t h y .  So i t  i s  no t a  problem i f  one can 
re sp o n d , so
INTERVIEWER Would you see s p o r t s  l i k e  boxing  and k a r a t e  maybe fe n c in g
a s  f r i n g e  v io le n c e ?  t e l e v i s i o n  does g ive  th e s e  p a r t i c u l a r  
s p o r t s  some coverage .
Ben I ' v e  n e v e r  s e e n  k a r a t e  on  t e l e v i s i o n .  I ' v e  s e e n  C h in e s e
boxing  on t e l e v i s i o n  o r  a  v e ry  v io l e n t  v a r i a n t  o f  i t ,  um . . 
you know a p o t e n t i a l l y  l e t h a l  v a r i a n t ,  you know where p eo p le  
a re  n o t  w earing  p r o t e c t i o n  and th ey  a re  u s in g  hands and f e e t  
b o th  and th e n  th e y  k ic k  t h e i r  wonders to  b eh o ld .  A l l  th e s e  
t h i n g s  to  me r e p r e s e n t  an a t tem p t to  s y n th e s i s e  two v e ry  
d i s p a r e n t  t h i n g s ,  th e y  b a s i c a l l y  amount to  making an a r t  
form o u t o f  som ething t h a t  i s  fu ndam en ta l ly  d e s t r u c t i v e  and 
i t ' s  a  s y n th e s i s  t h a t  I  d o n ' t  r e a l l y  th in k  w orks, I  sometimes 
l i k e  t o  en joy  w atch ing  b o x ing ,  t h a t  i s  I  sometimes en jo y  
w atch ing  box ing  . . . .  b u t  I 'm  n o t su re  why ex ce p t  i n  so 
f a r  a s  (coughing  -  one day I ' l l  g e t  r i d  o f  t h i s  f r o g  i n  my 
t h r o a t  -  i t ' s  s t i l l  t h e r e )  excep t um . . . .  t h a t  I  can  
a p p r e c ia t e  i t  a s  an a r t  fo rm ,I  can a p p r e c ia te  f e n c in g  a s  an 
a r t  form and I  can a p p r e c ia t e  k a r a t e  a s  an a r t  form , and i f  th e  
two guys who a re  ou t t h e r e  and b o th  doing  i t  i n  a  sen se  
d e l i b e r a t e l y ,  I  can a p p r e c ia t e  t h a t  a s  w e l l ;  n e v e r t h e l e s s  
t h e r e ' s  a n o th e r  sense  i n  which I  f e e l  t h a t  b o th  th o s e  guys 
whoever th e y  a r e ,  a r e  b e in g  e x p lo i t e d .  They a r e  n o t  r e a l l y  
th e r e  by f u l l y  f r e e  c h o ic e ,  I  mean th e re  a re  economic f o r c e s  
t h a t  d i c t a t e d  th a t  th e y  go i n  t h a t  d i r e c t i o n  a s  a  c a r e e r  say ,  
and I  would be very  s u r p r i s e d  i f  any o f  them you know en jo y  
i t  w ith o u t  mixed f e e l i n g s .  1 mean they tak e  p h y s i c a l  
b a t t e r i n g ,  tliey tak e  p h y s ic a l  i n j u r y  and sometimes perm anent,
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um . . I  . . you know they  d o n ' t  have to  worry about g iv in g  
i t ,  because  they  know they  o th e r  guy i s  g iv in g  i t  to o ,  and 
they  know th a t  i t  i s  bo th  f u l l y  unders tood  between them and 
the  r u l e s  o f  the  game t h a t  you d o n ' t  show pa in  and you know, 
i f  you, . . . I ' v e  re a d  some r e a l l y  b r i l l i a n t  s t u f f  you know 
Norman M a i l e r ' s  s t u f f  about Mohamed A li  boxing  in  A f r i c a ,  I  
mean M aile r  s e e s  w ith  a  v e ry  a c u te  eye and what he w rote 
about t h a t ,  was to  me ex trem ely  b e l i e v a b l e ,  and seemed to  
me to  g e t  r i g h t  i n t o  where i t  was r e a l l y  a l l  a t ,  and i t  i s n ' t  
about p a in  and i t  i s n ' t  about a g g re s s io n ,  i t ' s  a form o f  
communication and u l t i m a t e l y  communion between th o se  two 
b o x e rs ,  o r  th o se  two f i g h t e r s ,  w hatever th e  form i s  t h a t  
t h e y ' r e  u s in g ,  and th e y  c e r t a i n l y  f in d  ou t ab o u t ,  a  l o t  about 
each o th e r ,  and you know, th e  phenomenon o f  b o x e rs  coming ou t 
o f  th e  r i n g  and hugging each o th e r  you know, because  th e y  
have beeen  com. . .  th e y  have been hav ing  a  c o n v e r s a t io n  a t  
a v e ry  v e ry  in t im a te  l e v e l ,  t h e r e ' s  no doubt abou t i t .  But t h a t  
i s  som ething t h a t  never  g e t s  on to  th e  t e l l y ,  th e  p eo p le  on th e  
t e l l y  d o n ' t  see i t  i n  t h a t  d ep th ,  so i n  th e  end I  suppose , you 
know i t  j u s t  comes down to  th e  q u e s t io n  o f :  w e l l  do I  want to  
watch i t  and what do I  th in k  about i t  i f  I  do? sometimes 
I  en joy  w atch ing  i t  and sometimes I  d o n ' t  and when I  en jo y  
i t  I  lo o k  a t  i t ,  and when I  d o n ' t  e n jo y  i t  I  sw itch  o f f  and 
I  d o n ' t  a c t u a l l y  begrudge t h a t  p o r t i o n  o f  my l i c e n c e  f e e  t h a t ' s  
go ing  f o r  i t ,  because  i t  d o e s n ' t  seem to  me to  be an enormous 
amount. I  su re  a s  h e l l  begrudge th e  Match o f  th e  Day and th e  
f o o t b a l l ,  b u t  th e  box ing ,  no I  d o n ' t  t h in k  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  t h a t  
much o f  i t  and I  d o n ' t  begrudge i t .  As r e g a rd s  som eth ing  l i k e  
a l lo w in g  a  c h i ld  to  w atch , i t ' s  e x a c t ly  th e  same p h ilo so p h y  
a s  b e f o r e ,  i f  she f i n d s  i t  nox ious  she f e e l s  f r e e  to  say  so , 
and she f e e l s  f r e e  to  t u r n  about and t u r n  i t  o f f ,  o r  to  walk ou t 
um . . and th e  on ly  danger t h a t  I  s t i l l  see i n  t h e r e  i s  th e  
p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  she w i l l  see som ething which in h e r e n t l y  goes 
s t r a i g h t  i n t o  h e r  p a s t  a l l  h e r  d e fen c es  and screw s h e r  up, b u t  
I  j u s t  d o n ' t  . . .  i t ' s  a  r i s k  b u t  I ' d  r a t h e r  t h a t  she f e l t  a b le  
to  look  a t  a n y th in g  on th e  box and to  see i t  a s  som eth ing  -  on
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th e  box, a s  something sw itch ab le  o f f ,  you know* I  th in k  
t h i s  p h ilo so p h y  b re a k s  down i f  s h e ' s  w atching  you know, 
a n ew sree l on the  r e s u l t s  o f  the  Pol Pot regime in  Cambodia 
you know, I  mean t h a t ' s  p r e t t y  tough s t u f f ,  and you c a n ' t  
j u s t  say  i t ' s  on the  box sw itch  i t  o f f  because  t h a t  i s  presum­
ab ly  r e a l  you know, and I  . . you know t h a t  s o r t  of th in g  
I  would te n d  to  manoeuvre so t h a t  she w o u ld n 't  see i t ,  um . . 
I  mean t h a t ' s  th e  same s o r t  o f  th in g  a s  f l y i n g  i n  a i r p l a n e s ,  
we d o n ' t  t e l l  h e r  t h a t  th e  th in g s  sometimes c ra s h  in  f lam es  
and chop everybody to  b i t s  you know, . . . .
INTERVIEWER Would you see v io le n c e  in  t e l e v i s o n  programmes, and v i o l e n t  
s p o r t s ,  f o r  example l i k e  boxing  , um. . p a r t i c u l a r l y  harm fu l 
i n  a  fa m ily  s i t u a t i o n  in  so f a r  a s  th e y  might a id  v io le n c e  
i n  f a m i l i e s ?
Ben Nb a c t u a l l y .  The c o n te x t  i n  which t h a t  k ind  o f  v io le n c e  i s  
viewed, v io l e n c e ,  u n le s s  I ' v e  m isunders tood  you, you were 
t a l k i n g  abou t boxing  and k a r a t e  and s p o r t  and so on, no t h a t ' s  
j u s t  um . g l a d i a t o r i a l  v io le n c e ,  i t ' s  a r ra n g e d  w i th in  v e ry  
e x p l i c i t  b o u n d a r ie s  and i n  t h a t  sense  i t  i s  i n h e r e n t l y  
s w i tc h a b le  o f f  a l l  a lo n g  th e  l i n e ,  one way o r  sm o th e r .  The k ind  
t h a t  I  would worry abou t i s  th e  k in d  t h a t  shows p eo p le  i n  
a p p a re n t ly  o rd in a ry  s i t u a t i o n s  t o t a l l y  mis-managing t h e i r  
communications and you know winding up b e a t in g  each o th e r  
p s y c h o lo g ic a l l y  and p h y s i c a l ly  -  t h a t ' s  th e  k in d  t h a t  I  worry 
ab o u t ,  th e  k in d  where i t ' s  no t easy  to  p u t  a  box around  i t ,  
o r  th e  k in d  t h a t  can be tak en  a s  a  model f o r  t h i s  i s  th e  
way t h a t  t h i n g s  a re  done, t h i s  i s  how to  do th i n g s ,  t h a t ' s  th e  
k in d  I  worry a b o u t ,  t h a t ' s  th e  k ind  where you know, i f  I  were 
w atch ing  t h a t  w ith  H elen , I ' d  be commenting on how th e y  were 
b low ing i t ,  t h a t ' s  what I ' d  be doing and I  might be d i s i n c l i n e d  
to  l e t  h e r  watch i t  m yself  u n t i l  I  was p r e t t y  s u re  she 
un d ers to o d  what she might do d i f f e r e n t l y  i n  th e  s i t u a t i o n .
INTERVIEWER R igh t,  th e  o th e r  weekend a fe l lo w  c ro ssed  th e  channe l u s in g  
a b a l lo o n  and s o l a r  enerc;y, do you see b a l lo o n in g  a s  a form
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o f  t r a v e l  i n  t h e  f u t u r e ?
Ben I 'm  s o r ry  I  know of a chap who c ro ssed  th e  channel w ith  a 
s o l a r  powered a i r c r a f t ,  I  d o n ' t  know an y th in g  about a s o l a r  
powered b a l lo o n .
INTERVIEWER About the  weekend o f  August 23rd something l i k e  t h a t
Ben Ah, yes  now I  remember i t  was a sun powered b a l lo o n ,  i t  was 
ho t a i r  b a l lo o n  t h a t  was u s in g  th e  sun to  h e a t  th e  a i r  w a s n ' t  
i t ?
INTERVIEWER Yes t h a t ' s  r i g h t  i t  was about two h ou rs  p lu s ,  t h a t  he d id  
i t  i n ,  um o . I  th in k  i t  had go t a  d o u b le - s k in .
Ben Well what do you mean by b a l lo o n s ,  t h e r e ' s  a .   ^ th e  guys 
who in v e n te d  t h a t  k in d  o f  a i r s h i p  and th e n  c o u l d n ' t  g e t  i t  
o f f  th e  ground i n  England, i t  go t wrecked in  a  wind s to rm , 
they  went to  Canada to  work and now t h e y ' r e  back . Monk & 
Company, I  mean t h e r e ' s  an u n r ig i d  pay lo a d  c a r r y in g  a i r s h i p ,  
which c a r r i e s  a  couple  o f  to n s  um . . do you want to  in c lu d e  
t h a t  i n  your t r a n s c r i p t ?
INTERVIEWER Yes, y e s .
Ben Well . . . .  th e  um . .  . you want to  know how I  see i t ?  
J u s t  what I  t h in k  i n  g e n e ra l  about i t ?
INTERVIEWER Well do you th in k  t h a t  b a l lo o n in g  i s  j u s t  a n ic e  hobby o r  
a pas tim e?  o r  do you see t h a t  i t  can be e n la rg e d  and i t  can 
be a form o f  t r a n s p o r t ,  p e rh ap s  l i k e  a z e p p e l in
Ben Oh I  s e e ,  y e s .  . . .  w e l l  I  d o n ' t  see any re a s o n  why 
they  c a n ' t  be used a s  a form o f  t r a n s p o r t ,  um . . r o u t i n e l y  
e s p e c i a l l y  f o r  f r e i g h t .  What does b o th e r  me a l i t t l e  b i t  
though, i s  t h a t  h e r e ' s  a f a i r l y  l a r g i s h  a i r s h i p ,  th e  um . . t h  
one t l ia t  j u s t  go t o f f  th e  ground r e c e n t l y ,  tiie new one, i t  
on ly  c a r r i e s  a couple o f  to n s  and um . . to  c a r ry  th e  k ind  o f
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payload th a t  an o rd in a ry  7 ^ 7  can c a r ry  would I  th in k  
r e q u i r e  something t h a t ' s  r e a l l y  amazing in  s iz e  and f l o a t  
i t  on th e  a i r ,  you have to  d i s p la c e  one h e l l  o f  a l o t  of 
a i r  to  g e t  a pay load  o f  twenty to n s  o r  more, um . . . I  d o n ' t  
know, supposing  I  look  a t  i t  from an a e s t h e t i c  an g le ;  I  f in d  
a i r p l a n e s  a s  a g e n e ra l  r u l e ,  b e a u t i f u l .  I  mean I  sometimes 
look  up a t  them and I  say  " t h a t ' s  b e a u t i f u l "  i t ' s  a l s o  
im p o ss ib le ,  you know I  mean th e  w orlds  been around f o r  m i l io n s  
o f  y e a r s  and humans have been around f o r  hundreds o f  th o u san d s ,  
and a i r p l a n e s  have been around f o r  f i f t y ,  u n le s s  th e r e  was 
a p e r io d  in  h i s t o r y  t h a t  we d o n ' t  know about and i t  r e a l l y  i s  
q u i t e  amazing, um . o I  mean th e  on ly  th in g  t h a t  I  d o n ' t  l i k e  
about a i r p l a n e s  i s  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e y  a r e  i n h e r e n t ly  u n s t a b l e ,
I  mean th e y  have g o t  v ery  t i g h t  c o n t r u c t io n  and o p e r a t in g  
p ro c e d u re s  which make i t  p r e t t y  u n l i k e ly  t h a t  an y th in g  w i l l  
go wrong. I f  an y th in g  does go wrong i t ' s  u s u a l l y  a  c a t a s t r o p h e ,  
um . . and um from t h a t  p o in t  o f  view I  m i s t r u s t  them, I  would 
m i s t r u s t  them l e s s  i f  I  were th e  p i l o t .  I 'm  one o f  th e  w o r ld ' s  
w orst c a r  p a s s e n g e r s ,  aind one o f  th e  w o r ld 's  most f r i g h t e n i n g  
d r i v e r s  I 'm  t o l d .  You know, so what do you do, i t ' s  a  sense
o f  w hether  you a re  ru n n in g  th e  show o r  n o t  and so on, you know
and th e r e  i s  a l s o  th e  problem o f  m echan ica l f a i l u r e  i n  a i r ­
p la n e s ,  th e y 'v e  g o t .  .  th e y 'v e  come a  f a i r  d i s t a n c e  i n  making 
f a i l - s a f e  d e s ig n s  and even th o se  sometimes d o n ' t  work, l i k e  
t h a t  Boeing t h a t  was d es ig n ed  w ith  a supposed ly  f a i l - s a f e  
h in g e  d e s ig n  on th e  e l e v a t o r s  and th e y  a l l  b roke  a t  once and 
t h a t  was t h a t ,  um . . .  I  d o n ' t  know, I  suppose , I  mean I 'M  
ram bling  around on t h i s  g u b je c t  (coughing  -  and I 'm  go in g  
to  t r a d e  in  my t h r o a t  f o r  a n o th e r  one) because  I ' v e  had a  c o ld .
INTERVIEWER Have you?
Ben Yes i t ' s  p ro b ab ly  do ing  i t .  Anyway, th e  o .» th e  th i n g  I
l i k e  about a i r p l a n e s  i s  t h e i r  b e au ty ,  and t h e i r  sp eed ,  and I  
w o u ld n 't  mind f l y i n g  one m yse lf ,  i f  th ey  w e re n ' t  so b loody  
n o is y ,  and i f  f l y i n g  one were a f r e e  o p e r a t io n ,  which i t  i s n ' t ,  
i t ' s  a m a t te r  o f  an enormously complex a d m i n i s t i a t i n n , t l i a t ' s  
an o f f i c e  up th e re  i n  th e  f r o n t  o f  th e  p la n e ,  t h a t ' s  what i t
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r e a l l y  i s .  Now and aga in  t h e  p i l o t  g e t s  to  e x e rc is e  h i s  
p i l o t i n g  s k i l l ,  b u t  most of th e  time i t ' s  an o f f i c e ,  and a 
p r e t t y  hard  working one I th in k .  So t h a t ' s  a s  much a s  I  can 
say f o r  and a g a in s t  them, t h e y ' r e  i n h e r e n t ly  u n s ta b l e ,  the  
s t a t i s t i c s  say th a t  they  a re  s a f e r  than  c a r s  per  p assen g er  
m ile ,  b u t  i f  you look  a t  th e  s t a t i s t i c s  th e  o th e r  way; you 
t r a v e l  d i s t a n c e s  i n  an a i r p l a n e  th a t  you w o u ld n 't  con tem pla te  
t r a v e l l i n g  in  a c a r .  What m a t te r s  to  me a r e  . . i s  th e  
f a t a l i t y  r a t e  f o r  p assen g e r  minute p e r  u n i t  time and acc o rd in g  
to  t h a t  per  minute i t ' s  th r e e  t im es  u n sa fe  to  use  an a i r p l a n e  
a s  i n  a  ca r  so t h e r e  i s  th e  s a f e t y  a s p e c t  t h a t  p u ts  me o f f ,  and 
th ey  use an enormous amount o f  f u e l ,  th e  f u e l  th ey  use  i s  
u n b e l ie v a b le ,  i t ' s  j u s t  p r a c t i c a l l y  im ponderable  f ro m -say ,  
an average  m o to r is é s  p o in t  o f  view. I  mean n o t  a l l  o f  them, 
the  l i t t l e  ones c a r r y in g  s ix  p a s s e n g e rs  and do ing  two o r  
th r e e  hundred m i le s  p e r  hour can g e t  m ileage p e r  g a l lo n  
ro u g h ly  th e  same a s  a  c a r ,  which i s  a c t u a l l y  q u i t e  amazing 
when you come down to  i t  um . . I  suppose i f  I  was b e in g  
s e n s ib le  and lo o k  a t  th e  amount o f  f u e l  used  f o r  each p a s se n g e r  
pe r  m ile ,  i t  would a c t u a l l y  come o u t p r e t t y  good and I  should  
s to p  com pla in ing . A c tu a l ly  now t h a t  I ' v e  tho u g h t abou t t h a t  
I  w i l l ,  so my on ly  n e g a t iv e  on t h a t  i s  th e  s a f e t y  a s p e c t .  
B a l lo o n s  -  to  whom I 'm  opposing  a l l  t h i s ,  th e  th in g  I  l i k e  
about b a l lo o n s  i s  t h a t  th e y  a re  a b s o lu t e ly  q u i e t ,  a i r  s h ip s  
w o n 't  be a b s o lu t e ly  q u i e t ,  b u t  can be made b a r e l y  and th e  
n ic e  th in g  about them i s  thaidfsom ething goes  wrong a s  a  
g e n e ra l  r u l e ,  y o u 'v e  go t a l l  th e  tim e i n  th e  w orld  to  th i n k  
about what to  do to  f i x  i t ,  which means t h a t  your th in k in g  
i s  l i k e l y  to  be a  f a i r  b i t  more r e a p i d  and e f f e c t i v e  and y o u ' l l  
g e t  i t  f ix e d  sooner th a n  i f  y o u ' r e  under p r e s s u r e .  A e s th e t i c a l .  
I  l i k e  them, t h e y ' r e  v ery  p r e t t y ,  b o th  k in d s  ,th e  h o t  a i r  
b a l lo o n s  and th e  a i r s h i p s ,  i f  we j u s t  ta k e  th e  a i r s h i p s ,  I  
t h in k  t h e y ' r e  v e ry  n ic e  and in  p r i n c i p l e  much s a f e r ,  t h e y ' r e  
very  very  slow, which means t h a t  ta k in g  a b a l lo o n  t r i p  i s  a 
c r iu s e  o r  something s u i t a b l e  am inly  f o r  f r i e g h t  and I  d o n ' t  
see t h e i r  c a r ry in g  c a p a c i ty  a s  b e in g  . s u i t a b l e  f o r  f re ig h t©
80  i t  seems to  me th a t  t h e i r  most, l i k e l y  u s e s ,  th e  most a s e fu l  
use i s  to  c a r ry  peop le  d i s t a n c e s  comparable to  th o se  t h a t  t r a i n .
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w ould  c a r r y  them and i n  t h a t  s e n s e  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e y  
c o u l i  co m p ete  w i t h  t r a i n s .
INTERVIEWER What a b o u t  b a r g e s  on c a n a l s ?
Ben Ah w e ll  t h a t  to  me i s  r e a l l y  um . . a r e a l l y  good way of  
c a r ry in g  f r e i g h t  and a r e a l l y  good v/ay o f  spending  time 
g e t t i n g  from one p la ce  to  a n o th e r  very  s low ly .  I  t h in k  i t ' s  
a much more v ia b le  way o f  c a r r y in g  f r e i g h t  th an  b a l lo o n s  
and I  th in k  i t ' s  even a more v ia b le  way of  c a r ry in g  f r i e g h t  
th an  t r a i n s  u l t i m a t e l y .  I  d o n ' t  t h in k  I  ever  d id  know th e  
economic r e a s o n s  why t r a i n s  took  over from c a n a ls  um - .
I  know t h a t  some peop le  today  s t i l l  b u i l d  c lo se  to  a c a n a l  and 
use i t  f o r  p a r t  o f  t h e i r  f r e i g h t  c a r r y in g  r o u t e .
INTERVIEWER So you o b v io u s ly  see b a l lo o n in g  a s  a  form o f  t r a n s p o r t  
a s  f a i r l y  im p o r ta n t .
Ben No I  d i d n ' t  say  t h a t .  Um . . I f  I  weigh i t  up a g a i n s t  p l a n e s ,  
b a l lo n s  l a c k  speed and c a r r y in g  c a p a c i ty ;  i f  I  w eigh t them 
up a g a i n s t  t r a i n s ,  f o r  c a ry in g  c a p a c i ty  and f o r  speed , th e y  
might be com parable, b u t  c e r t a i n l y  n o t f o r  c a r r y in g  c a p a c i ty  
um « . i f  I  weighed them up a g a i n s t  b a rg e s  on c a n a l s ,  th e y  
a g a in  l o s e  ou t on c a r r y in g  c a p a c i ty ,  n o t  on speed b u t  
on c a r r y in g  c a p a c i t y .  I  t h i n k  i t ' s  j u s t  p o s s ib le  t h a t  c a n a l  
b a rg e s  might become im p o r ta n t  a g a in ,  b u t  a t  th e  moment I  have 
to  adm it t h a t  I  see th e  c a n a ls  m ain ly  a s  a  p le a s u r e  t h i n g ,  
and t h a t  I  see b a l lo o n s  m ain ly  a s  peop le  c a r r i e r s  and c e r t a i n l y  
a s  n o t  v e ry  e f f i c i e n t  peop le  c a r r i e r s ,  b e t t e r  f o r  p l e a s u r e .
I  mean a t r a i n  can go i n  a l l  w ea the r  and w i l l  have ro u g h ly  
th e  same speed .
INTERVIEWER But i t  i s  o b v io u s ly  q u i t e  an achievem ent u s in g  s o l a r  en e rg y ,  
I  mean s o l a r  energy  seems to  be coming much more i n t o  i t s  
own in  th e  forms of  s o l a r  h e a t in g ,  v a r io u s  p r o j e c t s  t h a t  a r e  
going  on in  M ilton  Keynes, would you see um
Ben So y o u  s a y ,
INTERVIEWER Would you say th a t s o la r  energy cou ld  be used more?
Ben Oh w e ll  su re
INTERVIEWER O.K. I 'm  j u s t  going  to  check the  tape  Bob.
Right y e s ,  how do you see th e  development o f  the  t h i r d  world 
p o l i t i c a l l y  and econom ically?
THIRD WORLD
Ben T his  form o f q u e s t io n in g  i s  i n h e r e n t ly  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  me to  
respond  t o ,  I  f in d  th e  q u e s t io n s  very  v ery  g e n e ra l  um . 
Um . .
INTERVIEWER They 've had to  be k ep t  g e n e ra l  because  i n  th e  e a r l y  i n t e r v ie w s  
I  w a s n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  in te r v ie w in g  academ ics, and by t h a t  I  
mean peop le  who might be w e l l  read  about a number o f  t o p i c s ,
I  was in te rv ie w in g  um i f  I  may say s o , f a i r l y  o r d in a r y  p e o p le ,  
and th e r e f o r e  I ' d  l e f t  th e  q u e s t io n  f a i r l y  wide on th e  adv ice  
o f  s u p e r v i s o r s  i n  o rd e r  to  g e t  some s o r t  o f  r e s p o n s e ,  th e  
q u e s t io n  i s  l e f t  wide i n  o rd e r  f o r  you to  e i t h e r  want to  
expand i t  i f  you l i k e  o r  d e t r a c t  i t  and t a l k  abou t a l i t t l e  
p ie c e .
Ben Well -  how do I  see th e  development o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld ,  
p o l i t i c a l l y  and econom ica lly  i s  t h a t  what you s a id ?
INTERVIEWER Yes. .
Ben ( lo n g  pause) . . .  w e l l ,  whenever somebody m entions  t h a t  
s u b je c t  to  me, what I  tend  to  th in k  o f  i s  the  i n t e r a c t i v e  
p ro c e s s  between th e  n o r th  aid th e  so u th .  What h a s  to  happen 
in  o rd e r  f o r  t h a t  p ro c e s s  to  be c o n t r u c t i v e ,  um . . . I  t h in k  
o f  th e  deba te  about th e  boundary p o in t  and um . . th e  
ap p aren t  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  between th e  need f o r  peop le  to  f e e l  
independen t and th e  need f o r  p e o t l^  to  be h e lp ed ,  needs  as  
p e rce iv ed  by the  peop le  them se lves  and t h a t  ap p a re n t  c o n t r a d i ­
c t io n  f o r  me comes from the (w hat to  me i s  the  s t u p i d i t y )  
p e rc e iv in g  in  term s oJ' power, p o l i t i c s  u l t i m a t e l y  i s  about
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com pelling  . . . and economics in  f a c t  a b s o lu te ly  f r e e  
u l t im a te ly  a s  a g iv in g  peo p le .  L i t t l e  choice
in  my view, um . . .  so I  would have to  repose  your q u e s t io n ,
I w o u ld n 't  want to  t a l k  about tlie p o l t i c a l  and economic 
s i t u a t i o n s ,  I  would t a l k  about . . th e  . . q u a l i t y  o f  th e  
communication t h a t ' s  going on between people  th a t  a re  . . .  
the  people  in  them se lves  and I  would t a l k  about s p e c i f i c  
ways i n  which t h a t  communication p ro c e s s  was be ing  im pa ired  
o r  t o t a l l y  p e r v e r t e d  by t r a d i t i o n a l  p o l i t i c a l  and economic 
p r a c t i c e s ,  t h a t ' s  what I  could  do. though the  most im p o r tan t  
th in g  i s  t h a t  th e  peop le  i n  th e  t h i r d  world  can see no way 
to  ask  th e  peop le  in  th e  developed world f o r  h e lp  i n  a way 
which makes th e  peop le  i n  th e  developed world th in k  t h a t  
th e y  a re  going  to  be a p p r e c ia te d .  I 'm  no t su re  I  can see
any such way i n  th e  e i t h e r . ..................... much l e s s  can th e
people  i n  th e  t h i r d  w orld  see any way i n  which th e y  can make 
peop le  i n  th e  n o r th  f e e l  u n ders tood  ca re d  ab o u t ,  because  even 
i f  th e y  a r e  seen  a s  c a r in g  th ey  c a n ' t  be seen a s  pow erfu l and 
power i n  t h a t  sense  means, you know no t p o l i t i c a l  power 
to  r e p r e s s  b u t  c a p a b i l i t y ,  so the  on ly  o p t io n  i s  to  be th e  
r e c e i v e r s  fund am en ta l ly  and th e y  d o n ' t  know how to  i n i t i a t e  
t h a t ,  and th e  peop le  i n  th e  n o r th  a re  a lm ost c e r t a i n l y  going  
to  i n i t i a t e  i t  i n  a  way t h a t  w i l l  screw i t  s t r a i g h t  away, 
i f  th e y  s im ply  t r a n s f e r  r e s o u r c e s ,  th e y  w i l l  be seen  e i t h e r  a s  
b e - l i t t l i n g  o r  a s  e x p l o i t a b l e  people  i n  th e  n o r th ,  and i f  th ey  
do i t  by a b r a g a in in g  p r o c e s s .  . . you must have h ea rd  
s i m i l a r  t h i n g s  from •
INTERVIEWER Yes I  th o u g h t abou t th e se  p ro c e s s e s  and b a rg a in in g  p ro c e s s e s
and I  th ough t ' Tve h ea rd  t h i s  somewhere before '#  ( la u g h in g )
BEN I f  th e y  do i t  by b a rg a in in g  p ro c e s s e s  th e  peop le  i n  th e
n o r th  w i l l  i n e v i t a b l y  and in v a r i a b ly  w i l l  use  t h e i r  power 
to  s e t  up s i t u a t i o n s  and th e  people  o f  th e  so u th  w i l l  have 
been e x p lo i t e d  one way o r  a n o th e r  you can g u a ra n te e  i t .  So i f  
th e  g iv e  th e y  w i l l  be seen  a s  b e l i t t l i n g  o r  e x p l o i t a b l e ,  i f  th e y
do d e a l s  they  w i l l  be seen a s  e x p l o i t i n g  ................. i n  f a c t ,
the more I  th in k  about th e  more I  th in k  the  neon] in  th e  n o r th
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a rc  ham strung. T h e re 's  h a rd ly  an y th in g  th a t  they can do 
because o f  t h e i r  power t h a t  w o n 't  be m i s t r u s t e d ,  so th e  
i n i t i a t i v e  has to  come from the  people  in  the  sou th  and 
the  only i n i t i a t i v e  t h a t  w i l l  do them any good i s  i f  they
f ig u r e  out how to  make a r e q u e s t  t h a t  i s  not
f o r  them se lves  which i s  n e i t h e r  begging o r  b u l l y in g ,  how 
to  make a r e q u e s t  t h a t ,  I  mean t h i s  s t u f f  you w o n 't  have 
heard  from Mike, t h i s  i s  a d i f f e r e n t  t a c t i c ,  um . . how 
to  ta k e  an i n i t i a t i v e  and make a r e q u e s t  i n  a way which 
makes th e  peop le  i n  th e  n o r th  f e e l  t h a t  t h e i r  c a p a b i l i t e s  
have been r e c o g n ise d  and t h a t  they  a re  b e in g  a p p r e c ia t e d ,  
and i f  th e y  do t h a t  th e n  th e  peop le  i n  th e  sou th  cou ld  ta k e  
t h a t  k ind  o f  i n i t i i a t i v e  th e n  th e y  cou ld  p u l l  i t  o f f .  I  d o n ' t  
a t  p r e s e n t  see how th e  peop le  i n  th e  n o r th  can ta k e  an 
i n i t i a t i v e  t h a t  w o n 't  be m i s t r u s t e d ,  th e  o n ly  i n i t i a t i v e  
th e y  cou ld  ta k e  i s  one which s e t s  ou t th e  s i t u a t i o n  which 
e n a b le s  th e  peop le  i n  th e  sou th  to  ta k e  th e  i n i t i a t i v e  t h a t  
th ey  have to  t a k e , t h a t ' s  th e  o n ly  one and t h a t  would be a
r a r e  e x e r c i s e  i n  h u m a n is t ic  d iplom acy, t h a t  to  me i s  th e  nub
o f  th e  whole th in g  between n o r th  and so u th  and i f  t h e r e  i s  
a n y th in g  you ev e r  d is c o v e r  about me from t h i s  t a l k  i t  i s  
t h a t  I ' l l  go f o r  th e  nub ( l a u g h t e r )  t h a t ' s  what I  th i n k  abou t i t  
you know i t  p o ses  a  problem , what i n i t i a t i v e  can th e  p eo p le  
i n  th e  n o r th  t a k e ,  because  t h a t ' s  where we a r e ,  t h a t  w i l l  
e n ab le  th e  peop le  i n  th e  so u th  to  ta k e  th e  i n i t i a t i v e  t h a t  th e y  
have to  t a k e ,  b e fo re  th e  c o n v e r s a t io n  can go on m u tu a l ly  
c o n s t r u c t iv e  te rm s  -  t h a t ' s  i t .
HUNGER STRIKERS
INTERVIEWER R ight I  expec t  you 'v e  re a d  about th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  N o r th e rn  
I r e l a n d  and th e  p r i s i o n e r s  on hunger s t r i k e  i n  th e  Maize 
p r i s o n  in  B e l f a s t ,  um . . do you th in k  th e se  p r i s o n e r s  shou ld  
be g iv en  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s ?
BEN I  d o n ' t  know -  um. . . my p e rc e p t io n  i s  t h a t  th e  p r i s o n e r s
and t h e  B r i t i s h  g o v e r n m e n t  aj-e l o c k e a  in% power raa-uggj ( "ne:
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th a t  they  a re  t h e r e f o r e ,  appa i 'en tly  w as tin g  t h e i r  t im e .
My im p ress io n  i s  w e l l ,  i s  i t  th e ,  only  peop le  who a re  in  t h a t  
power s t r u g g le  who a re  s im u l tan e o u s ly  t r y i n g  to  e x e rc i s e  
an y th in g  c a r in g ,  a r e  the  B r i t i s h ,  b u t  t h a t  they  a re  so . . . 
they  look  too  b ig  to  th e  R epub licans  t h a t  th e  R ep u b lican s  
f e e l  t h a t  th e y  a re  f a i r  game f o r  a n y th in g ,  you know, 
m i s t r u s t  them e n t i r e l y  and you know, i t  sounds th e  same a s  
th e  n o r th  and sou th  th in g .  I  f in d  the  use  o f  v io le n c e  by th e  
R epub licans  a s  a b s o lu t e ly  a b h o re n t ,  a t  th e  same t im e ,  I  cannot 
l a b e l  them a s  e v i l  b e in g s .  Members o f  my own fa m ily  h a v e n ' t  
been bombed you know, so i t  i s  p e r f e c t l y  p o s s ib le  t h a t  i f  I  
were h u r t  t h a t  b a d ly ,  I  would lo s e  my p e r s p e c t iv e  and w ish to  
d e s t r o y  them . . . .  i t  seems to  me t h a t  th e  B r i t i s h  ahe say in g  
" r u l e s  a r e  r u l e s  -  you want to  k i l l  y o u r s e lv e s  you go ahead 
t h a t ' s  up to  you" i t  seems to  me t h a t  th e  R ep u b lican s  do 
them se lves  a  d i s s e r v i c e  by t r y i n g  to  make i t  look  t h a t  th e y  
have no cho ice  b u t  to  k i l l  them se lves  because  m a n i f e s t ly  
th e y  have a cho ice  and, m a n i f e s t ly ,  th e y  a re  n o t  g iv in g  
o th e r  peop le  th e  cho ice  a s  to  w hether th e y  d ie  o r  you know, 
t h a t ' s  s ta n d a rd  argument t h a t  goes th rough  th e  media ev e ry  
o th e r  week, th e y  a re  do ing  them se lves  a  d i s s e r v i c e  by 
a rg u in g  on such a p p a re n t ly  s tu p id  g rounds, a s  f a r  a s  I  can 
s e e .  I  d o n ' t  know what i s  fo in g  on beh ind  th e  s c e n e s ,  b u t  
a s  f a r  a s  I  can  t e l l  from what I  p ic k  up i n  th e  m edia, t h e r e  
w i l l  be n o c o n s t r u c t iv e  s o lu t i o n  whiich i s  to  s ay ,  b o th  s i d e s  
w in, i n s t e a d  o f  one s id e  hav ing  to  l o s e , u n t i l  b o th  s i d e s  
a re  v e ry  c e r t a i n  t h a t  th e  o th e r  s id e  u n d e r s ta n d s  how th e y  
r e a l l y  f e e l  and why, and th e y  can th en  b e g in  t a l k i n g  abou t 
what th e  h e l l  th e y  can do and i n  t h a t  c i rc u m stan c e  I  t h i n k  
t h a t  th e  R epub licans  a r e  th e  ones now . . .  I  d i d n ' t  mean to  
say i t  t h a t  way -  th e  R ep u b lican s ,  ve ry  much more th a n  th e  
B r i t i s h  a re  doing  th in g s  which g u a ran tee  t h a t  th e  com munication 
cannot occur t h a t  would le a d  to  t h e i r  f e e l i n g  u n d e r s to o d ,
I  r e a l l y  mean t h a t  th e y  a r e  runnn ing  around sh o o t in g  and bombing 
p e o p le ,  th ey  a r e  s e l f - a l i e n a t i n g  and s e l f - i s o l a t i n g ,  and I  d o n ' t  
p e rc e iv e  th e  B r i t i s h  a s  doing th e  same. The same jo b  o f  chop­
p ing  up th e  very  communication channel or which a l l  dcqa.-ids, 
t h a t ' s  u s e l e s s ,  th e  R epub licans  seem to  th in k  t h a t  th e  o n ly
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way t l ia t  they  a re  going to  g e t  l i s t e n e d  to ,  i s  i f  they  have 
the  power to  make people l i s t e n ,  I  mean people  c a n ' t  be coerced  
in t o  l i s t e n i n g ,  people  c a n ' t  l i s t e n  who a re  under c o e rc io n ,  
they  j u s t  c a n ' t ,  you c e r t a i n l y  c a n ' t  f e e l  accep ted  and 
un d ers to o d  and cared  f o r  by somebody t h a t  y ou 've  co e rc ed ,  
t h a t ' s  u n d e rs to o d .  So t h a t ' s  what I  th in k  about t h a t  s i t u a t i o n  
I  you know. . th e  . . ag a in  i t ' s  a s i t u a t i o n ,  th e  B r i t i s h  
have more power and somehow i f  they  had th e  v;it and knew how 
to  ta k e  an i n i t i a t i v e  t h a t  enab led  th e  R epub licans  to  ta k e  
a s  i n i t i a t i v e  toward th e  B r i t i s h  which enab led  th e  B r i t i s h  
to  do som ething i n  th e  f i e l d  and be a p p re c ia te d  f o r  i t ,  t o  do 
som ething o f  t h e i r  own c o n s t r u c t io n  and o f f e r  i t  and f e e l  
a p p r e c ia te d  f o r  i t  th e n  i t  would work* What i n i t i a t i v e  t h a t  
would be -  I  d o n ' t  know, you know i t ' s  go t to  be an i n i t i a t i v e  
t h a t  s o r t  o f  s e t s  up th e  s i t u a t i o n  whereby the  R ep u b l ican s  
can i n i t i a t e  t h i s  c o n s t r u c t i v e  c o n v e r s a t io n ,  t h a t ' s  what i t  
has  to  b e .  I t ' s  th e  same a s  th e  n o r th  and s o u th ,  so you know 
t h a t ' s  . . t h a t  ag a in  i s  my nub o f  i t .  At th e  moment th e  
R epub licans  a re  j u s t  c u t t i n g  t h e i r  own t h r o a t s  and everybody 
e l s e s '  i n  th e  p ro c e s s  a s  f a r  a s  I  can s e e .  But urn . .  to  me i t  
r e a l l y  i s  a  m a t te r  o f  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o n e 's  own communication 
and th e  needs  o f  o n e ' s  environm ent and um . . how th e  
p ro c e s s e s  go r e a l l y  when th e y  a re  go ing ,  and a l s o  one 
u n d e r s ta n d s  t h a t  s o r t  o f  th i n g ,  one f e e l s  a b s o lu t e ly  t r a p p e d  
and so th e  R ep u b lican s  d o n ' t  f e e l  th e y  have any c h o ic e .
To th e  r e s t  o f  th e  w orld  th e y  lo o k  s tu p id  (n o t  a l l  th e  r e s t  
o f  th e  w orld )  t h e r e  a r e  o t h e r s  a s  w e l l ,  no n o t  s tu p id  I 'm  
s o r ry  -  I  was . . I 'm  r e j e c t i n g  t h a t ,  I  t h in k  t h a t  to  a  l o t  
o f  th e  r e s t  o f  th e  w orld  th ey  I l o k  s tu p id  because  th e y  p u t  
fo rw ard  th e s e  argum ents  t h a t  seem so i n h e r e n t ly  d e s t r o y a b l e ,  
to  me th e y  lo o k  ig n o r a n t ,  b u t  t h a t ' s  a p e g o ra t iv e  te rm , to  
me th e y  a r e  i n  a s i t u a t i o n  where i f  th e y  . . .  Well I  k in d  
of p e rv e iv e  r e a l l y  and I  th i n k  t h a t  i f  peop le  can see  som eth ing  
more c o n s t r u c t iv e  to  do th e y  w i l l  do i t ,  th e y  s im ply  c a n ' t  
see i t ,  b u t  u n f o r t u n a t e l y  once an o r g a n i s a t io n  l i k e  th e  I .R .A .  
dev e lo p s  th e  peop le  i n  i t  have a v e s te d  i n t e r e s t  in  g e t t i n g  
o th e r  peop le  to  a c t , t h e  same way. O therw ise peop le  in  i t  ari
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ex trem ely  exposed ar.d t h r e a t e n a b l e , so um . . i t  becomes a 
cancer  and you know, what do you do w ith  can c e rs  anywhere, 
th e re  a re  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s  t h a t  you can do, bu t th e re  i s  a 
school t h a t  ad v o ca tes  c u t t i n g  them o u t ,  t h e r e ' s  a schoo l 
th a t  a d v o c a te s  pumping them f u l l  o f  r a d i a t i o n ,  um . . th e r e  
i s  a n o th e r  schoo l which ad v o ca te s  lo v in g  them back i n t o  h e a l t h ,  
t h a t ' s  th e  one I  l i k e .
INTERVIEWER You mean a h e a l in g  school?
BEN Yes. th o se  peop le  a r e n ' t  e v i l  t h e y ' r e  s ic k ,  and i f  w e 'r e  
s t r o n g  enough we can h e lp  them to  h e a l  them se lves  w i th o u t  
g e t t i n g  too  s i c k  o u r s e lv e s ,  t h a t ' s  what i t ' s  a l l  abou t f o r  me 
( lo n g  pause)  th e se  a r e  q u ie t  moments -  b u t  th e  members o f  
my fa m i ly  h a v e n ' t  been bombed o r  k i l l e d  y e t .  I  d o n ' t  know 
i f  I ' d  be a b le  to  h o ld  on to  t h a t  p e r s p e c t iv e .
INTERVIEWER I t  would depend how much you cou ld  love  th e  o th e r  s id e ?
BEN
HOBBIES
No i t  would depend on how much I  cou ld  see them a s  p e r s o n s  
r a t h e r  th a n  t h i n g s .  I  mean somebody who bombs you i s  t r e a t i n g  
you a s  a th i n g  and i t ' s  ex trem ely  d i f f i c u l t  no t to  do i t  b a c k .
I f  th e y  manage t o  h u r t  you, i t ' s  v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  n o t  t o  do i t  
back .
INTERVIEWER Do you have any h o b b ie s  o r  p a s t im e s  which you in d u lg e  i n  
o u ts id e  o f  th e  OPen U n iv e r s i ty ?
BEN In  a way y e s ,  you know you can g ive  a l l  th e se  p a t  an sw ers ,
I  do t h i s  o r ,  I  do t h a t ,  you know ...................  ( lo n g  p ause )
What would you say th e  d i f f e r e n c e  between a  hobby and a  
pas tim e i s ?
INTERVIEWER I  would have though t a hobby was much more in t e n s e  and 
p o s s ib ly  som ething which has  gone on f o r  a p e r io d  o f  t im e ,  
some y e a r s  i n  f a c t ,  w hereas the  pastim e might be som eth ing  
which you en joyed doing if: tiiif; ] '-lar moment
as  a d iv e r s i o n  from your work, b u t  i t  i s  no t so i n t e n s e .
97-4*
INTERVIEWER For example in  ray ca se ,  I  c o l l e c t e d  stamps ever s in c e  I  was 
about s i x ,  I  th in k  i t  was about when I  was tw enty , I  had 
to  dec ide  t h a t  I  c o u ld n ' t  c o l l e c t  stamps from every  c o u n try ,  
because I  was s to c k  p i l i n g  stamps and no t r e a l i s i n g  o r  
a p p r e c i a t i n g  what c o u n t r i e s  I  was c o l l e c t i n g .  So I  th en  
s p e c i a l i s e d  in  j u s t  c o l l e c t i n g  f i r s t  day cover i s s u e s  f o r  
th e  B r i t i s h  i s l e s  o r  J e r s e y  e t c . ,  t h a t  I  would c a l l  my hobby, 
no t e x a c t ly  a l i f e t i m e  because  I  s t a r t e d  when I  was s i x ,  b u t  
q u i t e  um . . i t  occupied  most o f  my l i f e  when I  had some 
time f r e e  I ' v e  devoted  tim e to  t h a t .  Whereas p e rh ap s  a 
pas tim e  in  my c a se ,  o r  a d iv e r s io n  i s  s in g in g  in  a  group 
on Sundays.
BEN
^ have p a s t im e s  when I 'm  t i r e d  and s t r i c t l y  speak ing
I  ought to  be a s le e p ,  b u t  d o n ' t  want to  be a s le e p  because  
th e r e  a r e  t h i n g s  I  want to  do, i n  which case  I 'm  n e i t h e r  a s l e e p  
nor do what I  want to  do, b u t  I ' l l  l a p s e  i n t o  a  p a s t im e ,  which 
I  r e g a rd  r e a l l y  a s  q u i t e  s tu p id .  A t y p i c a l  pas tim e  i n  t h a t  
c o n te x t  i s  w atch ing  the  box. Hobbies -  w e l l ,  I  l i k e  s a i l i n g ,  
and I  l i k e  c y c l in g  . . . . .  I  l i k e  th o se  th in g s  t h a t  k in d  o f  
in v o lv e  um . . moving i n  harmony w ith  som ething, a s  a  r u l e  
I  d i s l i k e  c o m p e ti t iv e  s p o r t s ,  I  d o n ' t  f in d  them a t  a l l  r e l a x i n g  
even i n  s p i t e  o f  th e  e x e r c i s e  I  come ou t more s t r e s s e d  up th a n  
when I  went i n  and I  d o n ' t  need t h a t .  But th e  main t h i n g  t h a t  
I  spend most o f  my tim e on to  th e  e x c lu s io n  o f  a n y th in g  t h a t  
I  would c a l l  h o b b ie s  o r  p a s t im e s  i s  l e a r n in g  to  communicate;
I  guess  th e r e  i s n ' t  a n y th in g  a t  th e  moment t h a t  g iv e s  me more 
l i f t  th a n  u n d e r s ta n d in g  a l i t t l e  b i t  more about som ething 
about how to  do i t  b e t t e r .
:nterviewer Are you t a l k i n g  about v e rb a l  communication o r  .
m . •^11 k in d s .  I  mean how to  do i t  b e t t e r ,  i s  n o t  th e  r i g h t  
p h ra s in g ,  i t ' s  more how to  g e t  more ou t o f  i t s  way to  l e t  
i t  happen more e a s i l y ,  t h a t ' s  about a s  much a s  I  can say .
NTERVIEWER T h a t ' s  f i n e .
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ADVICE TO SOMEONE GETTING MARRIED
INTERVIEWER
BEN
Right have you got any adv ice  fo r  someone g e t t i n g  m arried?
Or perhaps  I  could say , would you g ive  any advice?
No I  wouldn’ t  g ive  adv ice  w ith o u t o f f e r i n g  i t  f i r s t ,  urn . . 
and I  wouldn’ t  o f f e r  i t  u n le s s  I  had some reaso n  to  b e l ie v e  
from th e  pe rso n  I  was t a l k i n g  to  t h a t  th e  adv ice  I  could  o f f e r  
might be r e l e v a n t .  I  w ouldn’ t  be a b le  to  do an y th in g  more 
than  say one o f  the  most im p o r tan t  th in g s  I ’ve le a rn e d  f o r  
m yself ,  i n  th e  absence o f  an a c t u a l  pe rso n  to  t a l k  t o ,  and 
the  most im p o rtan t  th in g  t h a t  I ’ve le a rn e d  f o r  m yself  i s  
something t h a t  you may have hea rd  from Mike Hussey you know, 
i n  th e  words: th e re  are. no i r r e s o lv a b le  d i s c o u r s e s .
INTERVIEWER I  c a n ' t  remember t h a t  a c t u a l l y
BEN Oh I  w o u ld n 't  be s u r p r i s e d  i f  you found t h a t  word f o r  word 
i n  t h i s .  That i s  b a s i c a l l y  t h a t  um c o n f l i c t  i s  n o t  
d isag ree m en t ,  c o n f l i c t  i s  mutual i n t e r u p t i o n  -  m utual i n t e r u p t -
io n  i n  th e  p ro c e s s  o f  communicating . . .  i f  you g e t  th e  p ro c e s s  
r i g h t ,  so t h a t  y o u ' r e  n o t  i n t e r u p t i n g  each o th e r ,  th e n  th e r e  
i s  no c o n f l i c t ,  t h e r e ' s  a  l o t  o f  mutual u n d e rs ta n d in g ,  t h e r e  
may s t i l l  be d isag ree m en t ,  b u t  th e  d isag ree m en ts  te n d  to  g e t  
i ro n e d  o u t  i n  t h i s  c i rc u m stan c e ,  um . . t h e r e  a re  a l s o  c e r t a i n  
phenomenon, which isv h e n  c e r t a i n  p a r t s  o f  th e  p ro c e s s  a re  
com pleted r i g h t  one s t a r t s  lo o k in g  b e a u t i f u l  t o  th e  o th e r  
th in g s  l i k e  t h a t .
INTERVIEWER You would s t i l l  advoca te  peop le  g e t t i n g  m arr ied  a s  opposed 
to  l i v i n g  to g e th e r  and b r in g in g  up c h i ld r e n  w i th in  t h a t  s o r t  
o f  framework.
BEN Well I  ta k e  your p o in t  o f  the  t r a d i t i o n a l  view t h a t  i f  y o u ' r e  
going  to  b r in g  up k id s ,  y o u 'd  b e t t e r  have t h a t  commitment 
to  each o th e r ,  which i s  i n  a sense  im p la u s ib le ,  ( lo n g  pause) 
th e r e  a re  so many d i f f e r e n t  c u l t s  a s  i t  were t h a t  can a r i s e  
w i th in  a l i v i n g  to g e th e r  s i t u a t i o n  -  you know what Bach c a l l s  
the  p r i v a t e  freedom c u l t ,  you do your th in g  and I ’l l  do mine, 
w(- ai'e both f r e e  b e in g s  and i f  wc have a c i i i ld  tlion f i n e , and 
i f  we d o n ' t  w e l l  t h a t ' s  th e  way i t  i s  and um . . Then th e re  i s
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I j u s t  d o n ' t  th in k  th a t  j u s t  l i v i n g  to g e th e r  i s  a good 
enough environm ent in  which to  b r in g  up k id s ,  b u t  when I  
say t h a t  I 'm  o p e ra t in g  w i th in  an assumed c o n te x t ,  t h a t  might 
be d i f f e r e n t  from somebody e l s e s .  Maybe i f  I  l i v e d  in  a 
commune w ith  a whole load  o f  peop le  around and the  c h i ld  
r eg a rd ed  th e  whole th in g  a s  i t s  fam ily  i t  w o u ld n 't  m a t te r  
so much. But i n  t h i s  t r a d i t i o n a l  way in  which I  l i v e  th e  c h i ld  
depends much more on the  j u s t  twoo You know I d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  
j u s t  advoca te  th e  n u c le a r  fa m ily  s t r u c t u r e ,  b u t  I  need i t ,  
and g iven  t h a t  I  need i t ,  I  th in k  b e in g  m arr ied  i s  much more 
im p o r ta n t ,  c e r t a i n l y  f o r  a c h i l d ,  th a n  j u s t  l i v i n g  t o g e t h e r .  
There a re  o th e r  a s p e c t s  though, th e  um . . I 'm  n o t  a  c a t h o l i c ,  
i n  f a c t  I 'm  h a rd ly  a n y th in g  anymore, because  I  r e g a rd  th e  
t r a c h in g s  o f  most i n s t i t u t i o n a l i s e d  r e l i g i o n s  a s  p o s i t i v e l y  
o b s t r u c t i n g  a c c u ra te  communication between p e o p le ,  b u t  um 
I ' v e  been t o l d  t h a t  th e  c a t h o l i c  church  says  " lo v in g  and 
w i l l i n g  to  l o v e .a r e  the  same th in g "  and i t  i s  on t h a t  b a s i s  
t h a t  th e y  e n fo rce  th e  id e a  o f  m arr iage  a s  b e in g  e q u iv a le n t  
to  lo v e ,  um . . I  t h in k  th e y 'v e  go t i t  b o th  r i g h t  and wrong 
th e y 'v e  go t i t  wrong in  t h a t  you cannot w i l l  to  lo v e  and you 
cannot command anybody to  lo v e ,  i t ' s  a nonsense , i t  d o e s n ' t  
work t h a t  way, b u t  th e r e  a re  t h i n g s  t h a t  you can do, and th e y  
ta k e  s k i l l  and ca re  to  av o id  b lo c k in g  th e  growth o f  lo v e  and 
even sometimes to  p o s i t i v e l y  n o u r is h  i t ,  you c a n ' t  w i l l  to  
do i t  and you c a n ' t  command i t  and y e t  you can do th e s e  o th e r  
th in g s  t h a t  do ta k e  s k i l l  and c a re  and t h e r e f o r e ,  a r e  som ething 
le a r n a b le  and w i l l a b l e  and do ing  th o s e  i s  som eth ing  t h a t  to  
me i s  waht b e in g  m a ri red  i s  a b o u t .  Being m a rr ie d  i s  a  prom ise  
to  do th o se  t h i n g s ,  now th e  t r o u b l e  i s  t h a t  I  su re  a s  h e l l  
d i d n ' t  know what th e y  were when I  go t m a rr ie d ,  I  d o n ' t  th ink
most peop le  know what th e y  a r e .  They a re  t h i n g s  t h a t  a re
c a r in g  and f r e e i n g ,  t h e y ' r e  p e rc e iv e d  t h a t  way, b u t  th e y  
r e a l l y  ta k e  a l o t  o f  s k i l l  w ith  re g a rd  to  knowing th e  p r o c e s s e s
o f  communication and do ing  e v e ry th in g  you can to  be su re  y o u ' r e
no t b lo c k in g  i t ,  l e t t i n g  i t  happen, t h a t ' s  how I  see  i t ,  um 
so t h a t  I  would be i n c l in e d  to  say t h a t  nobody sho u ld  r e a l l y  
be a llow ed to  got m arr ied  u n t i l  t l ^ y  know how th e s e  p r o c e s s e s  
work and then  i f  th ey  can make a m ean ingfu l prom ise t o  p e rsu e
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them because t h e y ' r e  i n h e r e n t ly  f r e e in g .  What i t  means too 
i s  t h a t  a t  the same time th a t  the  o th e r  person  becomes more 
r e a l  to  you and you become more a t  one w ith  th a t  p e rso n ,  a t  
the  same time your c a p a c i ty  to  r e l a t e  to  o th e r  people  i n c r e a s e s  
and so i t ' s  k ind  o f ,  you know, t h a t  person  i s  e s s e n t i a l ,  bu t 
i t  i s  in  no way an e x c lu s iv e  th in g .  I  th in k  th a t  th e  c u l tu r e  
i s  r e a l l y  in  t r o u b le  on t h i s  s c o re ,  I  b e l ie v e  in  w idesp read  
in t im a c y ,  and you khow by in t im a c y  I  mean open d i r e c t  com­
m un ica tio n ,  you knov; th e  k ind  t h a t  l e a d s  to  r e a l l y  genuine 
mutual u n d e rs ta n d in g  and peop le  a r e n ' t  a c t u a l l y  i n t e r u p t i n g  
each o th e r  i n  e v e ry th in g  t h a t  t h e y ' r e  do ing , t h e y ' r e  a c t u a l l y  
h e lp in g  each o th e r  and um what I  f i n d  m yself  i s  t h a t  m arr iage  
i s  a p r e t t y  good p la c e  to  l e a r n  about th e s e  t h i n g s .  The one 
th in g  t h a t  th e  m arr iage  commitment does , t h a t  you c a n ' t  have 
i n  j u s t  l i v i n g  t o g e th e r ,  i f  t h a t  sense  o f  a  c o n f l i c t  i s  no t 
something t h a t  you cannot j u s t  walk away from, y o u 'v e  go t 
to  l e a r n  how to  communicate to  so lv e  i t ,  t h a t ' s  th e  one th in g  
t h a t  i t  does .
INTERVIEWER R igh t Ben, I ' l l  t h in k  I ' l l  s t a r t  a n o th e r  t a p e .
BEN T e l l  you w hat, i s  i t  ru n n in g  now? because  I  want t o  say  
a  few more th in g s  about t h a t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  about m a rr iag e .
INTERVIEWER Yes t h a t ' s  f i n e
BEN I  would make a recommendation to  anybody who i s  th i n k in g  
about g e t t i n g  m a rr ie d ,  even to  anybbdy who was w an tin g  to  
g e t  m a rr ied  w ith  nobody i n  s i g h t ,  I  would say  t h a t  t h e r e  
a re  t h r e e  books y o u 'v e  go t to  re a d
INTERVIEWER Got to  read?
BEN Yes I ' d  say i t  t h a t  way i n  a sense  t h a t  i f  you d o n ' t  r e a d  
th e s e ,  you d o n ' t  know what y o u 'r e  m iss in g ,  th e  amount o f  
igno rance  and s u f f e r i n g  th rough  which you w i l l  g o ,by  n o t 
knowing w h a t 's  in  th e se  i s  enormous and I  w i l l  vouch f o r  t h a t .  
One i s  ' I 'm  becoming a P e rso n '  by C a r l  Rodgers, an o t l ie i’ i s  
'P a r e n t  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  t r a i n i n g '  by Thomas Gordon combined w ith  
' P-E .T . in  A c t i o n ' ,  the  t h i r d  onf? i s  'P a i r i n g '  by Geroge Bac^
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and Ronald Doich and o f  th e s e ,  pe rhaps  the  most im p o rtan t  
i s  t h a t  l a s t  one, i t ' s  been out fo r  e leven  y e a r s  and um . . 
to  me i t  say s  w h a t 's  im p o rtn a t  b e t t e r  th an  an y th in g  e l s e  t h a t  
I ' v e  seen , and le a v e s  a l o t  o f  th in g s  t h a t  a re  s t i l l  b e in g  
w r i t t e n ,  lo o k in g  a b i t  b e n ig h ted ,  I  would go t h a t  f a r .
( lo n g  pause) 1 might come back to  i t  l a t e r .
MY JOB
INTERVIEWER R ig h t ,  how do you see your job  a t  th e  OPen U n iv e r s i ty ?
BEN Well t h a t ' s  som ething t h a t  one has  to  l e a r n  how to  say 
in  a couple o f  s e n te n c e s .  So I  would say i t  t h i s  way:
I  work a s  a  u n i v e r s i t y  l e c t u r e r ,  a s  a  member o f  th e  
I n s t i t u t e  o f  E d u c a to in a l  Technology which I  t h i n k  i s  most 
u n f o r u tn a t e ly  named, s in c e  i t  sounds l i k e  s l i d e  p r o j e c t o r s  
and t h i n g s .  I  work i n  communication i n  l e a r n i n g ,  I  te n d  to  
work, w e l l  I  work h a rd  on course  d es ig n  and I  s p e c i a l i s e  
i n  th e  e a r l y  s t a g e s  o f  course  d es ig n  -  th e  s t a g e s  where a l l  
th e  im p o r ta n t  d e c i s i o n s  a re  made t h a t  r e a l l y  m a t t e r , th e  ones 
t h a t  k in d c f  g e t  j u s t  muddled th rough  w ith o u t  c l e a r  p la n n in g  
and th i n k in g .  I  work t o  make th in g s  l e a r n a b le  and to  make 
th e  p ro c e s s  o f  co u rse  d e s ig n  more e f f i c i e n t  and l e s s  p a i n f u l .
CURRENT TOPICS IN 
THE NEWS
lETERVIEWER With r e s p e c t  to  th e  i te m s  i n  th e  news which we d i s c u s s e d ,  
how i n t e r e s t e d  a re  you i n  th e s e  item s?
BEN Very l i t t l e ,  to  me, I  c a n ' t  a f fo rd  to  f e e l  t h r e a t e n e d  by 
th e  t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  go ing  on because th e r e  i s  v e ry  v e ry  l i t t l e  
t h a t  I  can do, um . . any a c t i o n  t h a t  I  ta k e  to  av o id  t h a t ,
I  c a n ' t  run  because  th e  s t a t e  o f  th e  world i s  such t h a t  t h e r e  
i s  nowhere to  run t o .  um . . The th in g s  t h a t  I  see happen ing  
on th e  t e l l y  • a re  r e a l l y  a c o n s ta n t  p la y  over  and over  o f  th e  
q u i t e  s ta n d a rd  c o n f l i c t u a l  p ro c e s s ,  a l l  t h a t  happens i s  th e  
c o n te n t  changes day by day, the  p ro c e ss  rem ains  e x a c t ly  tiie 
same and in  my view i s  um . . u n n ece ssa ry ,  b u t  i t  i s  on ly  
u n n ecessa ry  because  I ' v e  done a l o t  o f  ( i n  my view) b ecau se  I  v
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done a l o t  o f  hard  th in k in g  about how to  proceed o th e rw ise  
w ithou t re n d e r in g  o n e s e l f  i n e f f e c t i v e  in  the  p ro c e s s ,  I  mean 
th e re  a re  l o t s  of ways o f  be ing  k ind  t h a t  make you look  l i k e  
a s tooge you know and so on. I  would r e g a rd  i t  a s  u n n ece ssa ry  
because I  know t h a t  th in g s  can be done b e t t e r .  I ' v e  e x p e r ien ced  
them b e in g  done b e t t e r ,  I ' v e  done them b e t t e r  m yself  and I ' v e  
read  about o th e r  peop le  doing  them b e t t e r  and how th ey  do i t  
and now and a g a in ,  I  see o th e r  peop le  doing i t  b e t t e r  and i t ' s  
a m a t te r  o f  u n d e rs ta n d in g  ones own p ro c e s s  needs and i n t e r ­
a c t in g  w ith  o th e r  people  and w ith  ones environment so t h a t  one 
can manage (n o t  manage th e  p ro c e s s  i n  a m an ip u la t iv e  s o r t  o f  
way) so t h a t  one can avo id  b lo c k in g  i t  and h e lp  o th e r  peop le  
to  avo id  b lo c k in g  i t  a s  w e l l ,  and um . . so I  you know,
d o n ' t  watch th e  news w ith  any major i n t e r e s t ,  i t ' s  a .  .
mainly what you would c a l l  bad news. I f  you watch to o  much 
o f  i t  you a c t u a l l y ,  i n  my view, g e t  k in d  o f  co n tam in a ted ,  
i t  does seep  i n t o  you and makes you v e ry  p e s s i m i s t i c  and 
th e n  you c a n ' t  do a n y th in g  c o n s t r u c t iv e .  I  te n d  to  ta k e  th e  
C hinese view: th e y  have a world f o r  o p p o r tu n i ty  which combines 
th e  meaning o f  danger -  oh th e y  have a word f o r  c r i s i s ,  s o r r y ,  
which combines th e  meaning danger and o p p o r tu n i ty
INTERVIEWER Which i s ?
BEN I  th in k  i t  i s  woo wey and th e  um . . I  t h i n k ' t h a t  we a r e  i n
a s i t u a t i o n  now where a s  a r a c e  s h a l l  we say , we a r e  go in g  
to  have to  l e a r n  t o  communicate b e t t e r  and w o n 't  be p u t t i n g  
in  th e  e f f o r t  t h a t  w i l l  be r e q u i r e d  to  l e a r n  to  do so ,  i f  we 
w e re n ' t  so t h r e a te n e d ,  some o f  u s ;  th e  t h r e a t  i s  c a u s in g  
some peop le  to  am p lify  th e  t h r e a t  and fe e d  i t  back ,  i t ' s  
c au s in g  o th e r  peop le  t o  say "what th e  h e l l  can we do d i f f e r e n t l y  
and a  l o t  o f  i t  i s  on ly  because  o f  t h a t  t h r e a t  from which w e 'r e  
j u s t  go ing  on and l e a r n i n g  how to  p roceed  d i f f e r e n t l y ,  how 
one can p roceed  d i f f e r e n t l y ,  um . . so most o f  th e  in f o r m a t io n  
th a t  I  need in  o rd e r  to  p roceed  d i f f e r e n t l y  does n o t  come from 
the  t e l l y ,  th e  t e l l y  j u s t  t e l l s  me t h a t  n o th in g  much h a s  changed 
a t  l e a s t  on t}ie s u r f a c e  in  the  way th in g s  a re  p ro c e e d in g  in  tin
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g e n e ra l  world and c e r t a i n l y  in  what the  B'oB.C and I .T .V  
e d i t o r s  a re  th in k in g  ought to  be r e p o r te d ,  so I  re g a rd  i t  
w ith  c o n s id e ra b le  contempt a c t u a l l y ,  what i s  p re se n te d  
on th e  s c re e n ,  I  mean i t ’ s .  . . i t ’ s  . . th e  s o r t  o f  th in g  
I  mean, l i k e  I  guess  i t  was on Panorama, t h a t  was j u s t  
showing Vietnam -  b le e d in g  th e  co u n try  dry  you know, and I  
look  a t  t h a t  and t h a t  I  d o n ' t  r e g a rd  w ith  contempt -  t h a t ' s  
t r a g i c ,  um . . w h a t 's  happening to  th e  people  t h e r e .  I  r e g a rd  
v/ith some contempt the  power p o l i t i c s  t h a t  a re  cau s in g  t h a t  
to  happen. I  r e g a rd  w ith  p i t y  now th e  b e l i e f  t h a t  you can 
do a n y th in g  c o n s t r u c t iv e  tow ards  making peop le  f e e l  t h e y ' r e  
s p l i t  o f f  from each o th e r ,  and making peop le  f e e l ,^  o r  -.^.llowing 
them to  f e e l  more l i k e  w orking w ith  each o th e r  and f o r  one 
a n o th e r  th ro u g h  th e  use  o f  m i l i t a r y  o r  economic power t h a t  
a re  fu n d am e n ta l ly  c o e rc iv e  i n  ray view and fu n d am e n ta l ly  
s e l f - d e f e a t i n g ,  um o . so you know I  r e a d  th e  news now and 
ag a in  j u s t  to  keep t a b s ,  b u t  I  d o n ' t  r e a d  i t  a v id ly  any more 
I 'm  v e ry  v e ry  s e l e c t i v e  and th e  g e n e ra l  news media do n o t  
p ro v id e  me w ith  th e  in fo rm a t io n  t h a t  I  need i n  ray view, to  a c t  
i n  any e f f e c t i v e  way, any c o n s t r u c t iv e  and e f f e c t i v e  way. I  
g e t  t h a t  in fo rm a t io n  from o th e r  s o u rc e s  e n t i r e l y  and um . .
INTERVIEWER So you w o u ld n ' t  say  you were w e l l  in form ed th e n  would you?
BEN No th e r e  i s  much t h a t  goes on i n  d e t a i l ,  which f o r  me i s  
m erely  th e  p la y in g  ou t o f  th e  ssme p ro c e s s  over  a g a in  w ith  
d i f f e r e n t  c h a r a c t e r s ,  I  c o u l d n ' t  c a re  l e s s  excep t i n  so f a r  
a s  you know, i t  p ro v id es* an  added in c e n t iv e  to  do som eth ing  
w hatever I  can to  t r y  and g e t  th e  p l o t  changed, t h a t ' s  a l l  
you know, th e  s t u f f  does no t i n t e r e s t  me i n t r i n s i c a l l y ,  n o t  
a t  a l l .  Th ings t h a t  have to  do w ith  th e  g a in in g  and m anip­
u l a t i o n  o f  pow er, seem a c t u a l l y  to  me to  be a fundam enta l 
tu rn  o f f .  I  mean I  j u s t  c o u l d n ' t  c a re  l e s s .  . . .
I  sometimes wonder w hether peop le  who do en joy  do ing  t h a t  r e a l l y  
en joy  i t  i n t r i n s i c a l l y  a s  a c r e a t i v e  a c t ,  o r  w hether  i t  i s  
on ly  t h e i r  way o f  f e e l i n g  t h a t  th e y  can keep ahead o f  th e  
r e s t  o f  the  w orld .
NTERVIEWER P o s s io ly .  O.K.Ben th an k s  very  much.
EN I s  th a t  the  e n r î  n T  T
l a n d
T R A N S C R I P T  4
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  B ertram
105
TERVIEWER R igh t th e n  Bertram how do you see  th e  p r e s e n t  s i t u a t i o n  
i n  Poland?
r tra m What do you mean by how do 1  see i t ?  I  d o n ' t q u i t e  fo l lo w  
th e  q u e s t io n  e n t i r e l y .
TERVIEWER No i t ' s  v e ry  g e n e r a l ,  i t ' s  meant to  be g e n e ra l  b u t ,  um.. 
do you see t h a t  th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  Poland has  d r a m a t i c a l ly  
improved form a  few weeks ago?
rtram No, I  d o n ' t  t h in k  o b j e c t i v e l y  t h a t  i t  h a s  improved. When I  
s a id  t h a t  I  d i d n ' t  u n d e rs ta n d  e x a c t ly  what you meant by how 
do I  see  th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  P o land ,  i s  t h i s ,  t h a t  I  cou ld  
im agine a  number o f  d i f f e r e n t  ways o f  answ ering  your q u e s t i o n ,  
I  mean, one cou ld  say  " w e ll  I  s e e - th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  P o land  a s  
p r e - r e v o l u t io n a r y ,  you know, one e x p e c ts  some k in d  o f  o v e r ­
throw o f  th e  P o l i s h  s t a t e ,  t h s t  would be one way o f  say in g  
t h a t  I  see  i t  by lo o k in g  fo rw ard  to  some s i t u a t i o n ,  r i g h t .  
A nother way o f  answ ering  your q u e s t io n  o f  how do I  see  i t ,  i s  
t o  say  " w e l l  I  see i t  a s  a  c u lm in a t io n  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  t e n d ­
e n c i e s  and th e s e  s o r t  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  t e n d e n c ie s ,  n a t io n a l i s m ,  
C a th o l ic ism ,  th e  i n a b l i l i t y  o f  th e  Communist p a r t y  i n  th e  p a s t  
to  impose a  moral a u t h o r i t y  on th e  P o l i s h  peop le  and i t  seems 
to  me t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  two e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r n t  k in d s  o f  ways o f  
answ ering  th e  q u e s t io n  -  how do I  see  i t ?  so I  suppose I  see  
i t  i n  b o th  ways r e a l l y ,  b o th  a s  a  c u lm in a t io n  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  
t e n d e n c ie s  and a s  a  p r e l im in a ry  to  some m ajor a l t e r a t i o n  i n  
th e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between th e  s t a t e  and c i v i l  s o c i e t y  i n  
P o land .
ERVIEWER How im p o r ta n t  do you f e e l  t h a t  th e  h i s t o r i c a l  o r  h i s t o r i c  
background or  development o f  Poland  i s  i n  t h a t  s i t u a t i o n ?
tram Well i t ' s  no t j u s t  how im p o r tan t  i s  i t ,  a s  i t  w ere, I  mean 
th e  p r e s e n t  c o u l d n ' t  be th e r e  w ith o u t  i t .  I  t h in k  t h a t ' s  a l l  
I  would say  to  t h a t  you know. I t ' s  l i k e  a lm ost s a y in g ,  how
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im p o rtan t  do you c o n s id e r  p h o to - s y n th e s i s  to  the r e p ro d u c t io n  
o f  p la n t  l i f e ,  l i k e  i t  c a n ’t  g e t  a long  w ith  out i t ,  and to  
ask  how im p o r tan t  i s  th e  h i s t o r i c a l  background i s  u m . . .  I  
don’t  th in k  i s  a  very  i n t e r e s t i n g  q u e s t io n  r e a l l y  a s  I  t h in k  
th e  h i s t o r i c a l  background i s  in d i s p e n s a b le  I  don’t  th ink  t h a t  
u n d e rc u ts  my f i r s t  re sp o n se  to  say  t h a t  t h e r e  a re  a t  l e a s t  
two d i f f e r e n t  ways o f  t r y i n g  to  answer th e  q u e s t io n  a s  I  see 
t .
TERVIEWER Have you go t any f i r s t  hand in fo rm a t io n  about th e  s i t u a t i o n  
i n  Poland? For ■ example do you know any P o l i s h  peop le?
e r tr a m I  d id  have some t r i v i a l  in fo rm a t io n  when I  was d r iv i n g  between 
Oxford and Birmingham t h i s  y e a r  I  gave a  l i f t  to  a  couple  o f  
P o l i s h  s tu d e n t s  and had a  lo n g  c o n v e r s a t io n  w i th  theuo I  a l s o  
have f i r s t  hand in fo rm a t io n  o f  a  s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t  s o r t ,  i n  
t h a t  f o r  a  lo n g  tim e I  was v e ry  c lo s e  f r i e n d s  w i th  a  fa m ily  
i n  C zechoslovak ia  and i t ’ s  s o . .  I  t h in k  th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  
Prague i n  19 6 7 - 6 8  and i n  Po land  i t  th e  moment i s  s u f f i c i e n t l y  
c lo s e ,  I  th i n k  th e  e x p e r ie n c e s  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  s i m i l a r  t o  say  - 
t h a t  I  have a  k in d  o f  though s t i l l  v i c a r i o u s ,  I  have some s o r t  
o f  f i r s t  hand knowledge o f  what i t  i s  l i k e  t o  be an  o rd in a ry  
fa m ily ,  t h a t ’ s  an o rd in a ry  fa m i ly  l i v i n g  under a  p e o p l e ’s 
democracy.
)LENCE ON T.V.
7ERVIEWER R ig h t ,  t o  change th e  to p i c  have you any v iew s abou t v io le n c e  
i n  t e l e v i s i o n  programmes?
tram
’ERVIEWER
;ram
I  don’t  have any s t ro n g  v iew s, I  um.. on th e  whole I ’m v e ry  
opposed to  th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  v io le n c e  b u t  a t  th e  same 
t im e ,  I  a p p r e c ia t e  t h a t  some o f  th e  most p ro found  c u l t u r a l  
p ro d u c ts  and p ie c e s  o f  c u l t u r e  t h a t  we know do r e p r e s e n t  
v io le n c e  i n  th e  v e ry  e x c r u t i a t i n g  ty p e .  I  mean one t h i n k s  
o f  th e  b l i n d in g  o f  G lo u c e s te r ,  King Lear so  ............
That was th e  gougiig ou t o f  th e  e y e s ,  who’ s  eyes  was i t  now?
G lo u c e s te r ’ s .  So i t  seems to  me r a t h e r  i r r a t i o n a l  p e rh a p s  
a d o p t in g  a  k in d  of  double s ta n d a rd  f o r  d i f f e r e n t  c l a s s e s  i n  
s o c ie ty  to  say  t h a t  th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  v io le n c e  i n  King
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TERVIEWER
B e rtra m
Lear i s  c u l t u r a l  p e rm is s ib le  w hereas th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  
v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  i s n ’t .  I  suppose I  have v e ry  ambig­
uous c e r t a i n l y ,  i l l  though t ou t and n o t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  c o n s i s t e n t  
f e e l i n g s  about th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  v io le n c e ,  I  mean, I  
don’ t  fav o u r  th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  v io l e n c e ,  I  don’t  th i n k  
t h a t ’ s a good th i n g ,  a t  th e  same tim e I  th in k  t h a t  t h e r e  a re  
p ro b ab ly  many um.. t e l e v i s i o n  programmes where b o th  th e  
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  v io le n c e  i n  f a c t  o r  documentary and i n  f i c t i o n  
i s  um.. c u l t u r a l l y  and s o c i a l l y  l e g i t i m a t e .  So t h a t  would be 
my re s p o n s e .
By v io le n c e  I  was a l l u d in g  to  such programmes a s  th e  P ro fe s s io n a l ,  
o r  say  Kojak.
I ’ve n ev e r  seen  th e  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  I ’m g la d  to  s ay .  I ’ve seen  
Kojak.
TERVIEWER Or S ta r s k y  and Hutch which i s  p ro b ab ly  more v i o l e n t  th a n  
K ojak.
rtra m
CERVIEWER
I  must adm it I  don’ t  suppose w atch them v e ry  much, I  f e e l  t h a t  
i t ' s ,  th e  v io le n c e  r e p r e s e n te d  i n  S ta r s k y  and Hutch i s  um .. 
ab su rd  because  i t  i s  im p la u s ib le  and . .  i n  th e  same way t h a t  
James Bond i s  im p la u s ib le  and i t  d o esn ’t  i n t e r e s t  me p e r s o n a l ly o  
But I  t r y  to  avo id  hav ing  any k in d  o f  m oral o r  s o c i a l  judgem ent, 
I  mean I  don’ t  see why o th e r  peo p le  sh o u ld n ’t  w atch i t  i f  t h a t  
i s  th e  e n te r ta in m e n t  th e y  w ant.
Would you r e g a rd  s p o r t  such a s  box ing  o r  judo  a s  f r i n g e  
v io le n c e ?
tram
?ERVIEWER
tram
Yes, c e r t a i n l y  i t  i s  v io le n c e  o f  some s o r t ,  o th e rw is e  i t  would 
be um.. d i s r u p t i v e  o f  th e  e n g l i s h  language  n o t  t o  say  t h a t  th e y  
were v io l e n c e .  I  mean, th e y  a r e  some s o r t  o f  v io le n c e  y e s .
Would you say  t h a t  t e l e v i s i o n  programmes and v i o l e n t  b eh a v io u r  
say  i n  th e  form o f  box ing ,  i f  viewed by young c h i ld r e n  i s  a 
p o t e n t i a l  a id  to  v io le n c e  w i th i n  f a m i l i e s ?
You’r e  say in g  young c h i ld r e n  s e e in g  box ing  may b e . . . .
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INTERVIEWER Or v io l e n t  a c t s  commited i n  a programme l i k e  th e  P r o f e s s i o n a l s  
o r  S ta rsk y  and Hutch?
B ertram Well, i n  a  way I  th in k  t h a t  q u e s t io n  i s  an im p ira c le  one 
and ought to  be s e t t l e d  im p i r a c a l ly  and I  don’t  know what 
th e  im p ira c le  in fo rm a t io n  i s ,  w hether th e r e  i s  any um.. soundly  
th e o r i s e d  and soundly  re s e a rc h e d  body o f  work i n t o  th e  e f f e c t s  
o f . ,  on c h i ld r e n  o f  s e e in g  v io le n c e  e i t h e r  i n  th e  f l e s h  o r  
s e e in g  a  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  and um.. I  mean I  know th e r e  has  
been work done i n  t h i s  a r e a  and I ’m n o t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  f a m i l i a r  
w ith  i t  t o  be a b le  to  g ive  i t ’ s  c o n c lu s io n s ,  b u t  I  th in k  i t ’ s 
an im p ir a c le  q u e s t io n .
SOLAR ENERGY
INTERVIEWER R ig h t ,  a t  th e  end o f  August a fe l lo w  c ro s s e d  th e  channe l u s in g  
a  b a l lo o n  and s o l a r  ene rgy ,  would you see b a l lo o n in g  a s  a  form 
o f  t r a n s p o r t  i n  th e  f u tu r e ?
Bertram Well i t ’ s  a  form o f  t r a n s p o r t  i n  th e  p r e s e n t ,  I  m ean..
INTERVIEWER I t ’ s a  b i t  o f  a  hobby a t  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s t a g e .
Bertram Yes b u t  t h e r e  i s  q u i t e  a  l o t  o f  money a t  th e  moment i n v e s t e d  
I  th i n k  by P i r r e l l i  i n t o  r e s e a r c h  and development o f  um ..
I  th in k  i s  i t  n u c le a r  powered b a l lo o n s ,  n u c le a r  powered 
a i r  s h ip s ,  one was la u ch ed  q u i t e  r e c e n t l y .
INTERVIEWER Yes th e y  a re  more th e  z e p p e l in  type  a r e n ’ t  they?
Bertram What’ s th e  d i f f e r e n c e ?
INTERVIEWER Well th e  shape o f  them.
Bertram I  mean t h e r e ’ s  no e n g in e e r in g  o r  t h e o r e t i c a l  d i f f e r e n c e ,
INTERVIEWER No, p o i s s i b l y  n o t .
Bertram Well I 'm  su re  th e r e  i s n ' t ,  um.. Whether o r  n o t  th e y  a r e  go ing  
to  be a  form o f t r a n s p o r t  f o r  th e  f u tu r e  o r  n o t ,  I  su g g e s t
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depends upon a number o f  e n g in e e r in g  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  upon 
th e  s o r t  o f  r e l a t i v e  c o s t s  o f  f u e l ,  upon th e  k ind  of 
margin o f  p r o f i t  they  would y i e l d  f o r  th e  c a p i t a l i s t s  
who b u i l d  them.
INTERVIEWER Do you see s o l a r  energy  i n  th e  form o f s o l a r  h e a t in g  a s  
an a l t e r n a t i v e  form o f  te ch n o lo g y ,  f o r  e x a m p le , . th e r e  have 
been v a r io u s  p r o j e c t s  go ing  on i n  and around th e  M ilto n  Keynes 
a r e a  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  s o l a r  h e a t in g .
Bertram Well i t  c e r t a i n l y  i s  a l r e a d y ,  so th e  answer i s  y e s  um, 
i t  i s  an a l t e r n a t i v e  so I  do see i t  a s  an a l t e r n a t i v e .
NTERVIEWER But I  mean i t  has  no t e n t i r e l y  caught on i n  th e  M il to n  Keynes 
development a s  such ,  because  I  suppose th e r e  a r e  about t e n  
o r  tw elve  houses  i n  th e  s o l a r  c o u r t  a r e a  which were s p e c i a l l y  
d es igned  to  hav ing  s o l a r  h e a t in g  system s in c o rp o r a te d  i n  t h e i r  
s t f u c t u r e ,  b u t  I  mean, b u t  I  mean would you f o r  example 
advoca te  s o l a r  h e a t in g  i n  your house?
Bertram
svelopment o f  th e  
h i r d  w orld
INTERVIEWER
In  p r i n c i p l e  y es  because  o f  th e  l e s s  d e s t r u c t i v e  o f  th e  
environm ent which a g a in  i s  a  c o n v e n t io n a l  r e a s o n .  But a g a in  . 
I  t h in k  th e s e  a re  r e a l l y  q u e s t io n s  which g e t  s e t t l d .  im p i r a c a l l y  
i n  a  sense  by I  mean i f  m in e r ’ s  wages go up s ix  t im e s  th e n  I ’ve 
no doubt t h a t  th e  v i r t u e s  o f i  s o l a r  h e a t i n g  w i l l  be t h a t  much 
more o b v io u s .  Or i f  um .. we have a  c a t a s t r o p h i c  n u c l e a r  a c c id e n t  
and th e n  I ’m su re  th e  a g a i n . . .  That i s  to  say  I  don ’t  see  
th e  q u e s t io n  a s  u s e f u l l y  answered i n  th e  a b s t r a c t  -  t h a t  would 
be my answer I  t h i n k .
R igh t th e n  how Bertram  do you see th e  development o f  th e  t h i r d  
w orld  p o l i t i c a l l y  and econom ica lly?
Bertram Do you mean how do I  f o r e s e e  i t ?  What f u tu r e  do I  en v isa g e  
f o r  th e  t h i r d  w orld? -  c a t a s t r o p h i c  one.
INTERVIEWER Do you?
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13e rL ram Yes. Taking th e  t h i r d  w orld  to  exclude China and to  exclude 
th e  o i l  r i c h  s t a t e s  um.. I  don’ t  th in k  th e  development of 
China o r  th e  o i l  r i c h  s t a t e s  i s  go ing  to  be c a t a s t r o p h i c ,  
w hether I  mean I  th in k  th e  t h i r d  w orld  c o u n t ry .  I t ’ s a 
com bination  o f  demographic and n a t u r a l  r e a s o n s ,  by re a so n  
o f  t h e i r  e x p l o i t a t i o n  o f  th e  r i c h e r  h a l f  o f  th e  w orld  and so 
I  th in k  t h e i r  f u tu r e  i s  an ex trem ely  sad one.
INTERVIEWER Can you o u t l i n e  how you see t h e i r  development f o r  example, 
p o l i t i c a l l y ?
Bertram Well p o l i t i c a l l y  I  wouldn’t  c a re  to  g e n e r a l i s e  because  t h e . .
I  th i n k  t h e r e  i s  a  g r e a t  d e a l  o f  v a r i a t i o n  i n  South America 
I  th i n k  th e  norm would be a  m i l i t a r y  d i c t a t o r s h i p  combined 
w ith  th e  most b r u t a l  forms o f  c a p i t a l i s t  e x p l o i t a t i o n .  I  mean 
t h a t  I  t h in k  i s  common p la c e  now and i t  w i l l  be even more 
common p l a c e ,  w hereas th e  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  i n  say  I n d i a  seem 
u m . . .  seem f a i r l y  d e p lo ra b le  and c a t a s t r o p h ic  r e a l l y  a s  w e l l  
b u t  i t  d o esn ’t  seem to  be q u i t e  so obv ious t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be 
th e  same ty p e  o f  development i n  I n d i a  a l th o u g h  i t  i s  o b v io u s ly  
no t t h a t  u n l i k e l y .  I  suppose th e  m i l i t a r y  d i c t a t o r i a l  form o f  
government w i l l  be common p la c e  th ro u g h o u t th e  t h i r d  w orld  o r  
i f  i t  i s n ’ t  m i l i t a r y  d i c t a t o r i a l  i t  may be s o r t  o f  r e l i g i o u s  
d i c t a t o r i a l  a s  i n  I r a n .  But I  mean . .  i t ’ s  n o t  th e  um .. 
n o t  j u s t  th e  p o l i t i c a l  f u t u r e  which I  t h i n k  i s  so c a t a s t r o p h i c  
b u t  a l s o  th e  growing d i s p a r i t y  betw een th e  t i n l y  e l i t e  s o r t  o f  
w e a l th  and th e  im poverished  m asses which I  th in k  w i l l  g e t  
b ig g e r .
INTERVIEWER How do you see  th e  development o f  a g r i c u l t u r e  i n  t h i r d  
w orld  c o u n t r i e s ?
Bertram Well I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  I ’m w e l l  enough q u a l i f i e d  to  answer t h a t  
q u e s t io n  a c c u r a t e l y  b u t  um.o th e r e  i s  I  would im agine some 
p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  v a r io u s  ty p e s  o f  a g r a r i a n  te ch n o lo g y  w i l l  be 
e x p lo i t e d  to  s u f f i c i e n t  c o u n t r i e s  to  m a in ta in  th e  m asses  i n  
a s t a t e  o f  s u b s i s t e n c e ,  b u t  t h a t  seems to  me to  be p e rh a p s  th e  
l e a s t  im p o r ta n t  o f  th e  l i k e l y  developm ents .  A much more l i k e l y  
development i s  th e  in c r e a s e  i n  p o p u la t io n  p r e s s u r e  on th e  la n d
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INTERVIEWER
th e  f a i l u r e  r e a l l y  o f  a g r a r i a n  reform  to  b reak  up the  
b ig g e r  s t a t e s  i n  South America o r  even i n  I n d ia  -  th e  
s i g n i f i c a n t  f a i l u r e  o f  a g r a r i a n  re fo rm .
R ig h t .  R e c e n t ly  th e  hunger s t r i k e  h as  ended i n  the  Maize 
p r i s o n  i n  B e l f a s t  up u n t i l  t h a t  s ta g e  th e r e  was a  l o t  o f  
c o n t ro v e r s y  abou t w hether th e s e  p r i s i o n e r s  shou ld  o r  shou ld  
n o t  be g iv en  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s .  How d id  you see th e  s i t u a t i o n  
a t  th e  tim e when th e  hunger s t r i k e  was on and d id  you f e e l  a t  
any s ta g e  t h a t  th e s e  p r i s i o n e r s  shou ld  have been g ra n te d  
p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s ?
Bertram The p r i s i o n e r s  have ach iev ed  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s ,  I  mean th e y  a re  
o b v io u s ly  n o t  common p r i s i o n e r s  and w hether th e y  a r e  acco rded  
by o f f i c i a l  means p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  i s  q u i t e  i r e l e v a n t  to  th e  
f a c t .  They d o n ' t  a c t  l i k e  c r im in a l s  and th e y  behave l i k e  
p r i s i o n e r s  o f  w ar. Well n o t  j u s t  l i k e  p r i s i o n e r s  o f  war 
b u t  th e y  behave l i k e  a  d i f f e r e n t  c a te g o ry  o f  p r i s i o n e r  a l l  
to g e th e r  and th e y  have ach iev ed  p o l i t i c a l . s t a t u s ,  um .. and 
i n  f a c t  th e  government d e i  f a c t o  r e c o g n i s e s  t h a t  and g r a n t s  them, 
I  th i n k  th e  whole q u e s t io n  o f  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  I  t h i n k  i n  
t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  language  i n  which i t  i s  c o n s t r u c t e d  by  o f f i c ­
ia ldom  a c t u a l l y  o b sc u re s  th e  r e a l i t y  o f  um ..  o b sc u re s  th e  
a c t u a l i t y  o f  t h e i r  w u ite  d i f f e r n t  s t a t u s .
INTERVIEWER Would you say  t h a t  th e y  a r e  p r i s i o n e r s  o f  co n sc ie n ce?
Bertram
HOBBIES
Well i n  a  c e r t a i n  sense  y e s .  I n  t h a t  th e y  a r e  i n  p r i s o n  
because  th e y  f o l l o w . . .  one o f  th e  r e a s o n s  f o r  t h e i r  b e in g  
inm p r i s o n  i s  because  um .. th e y  s u b s c r ib e  t o  a  p a r t i c u l a r  
id e o lo g y  and one o f  th e  r e a s o n s  th e y  d ie d  a s  th e y  d id  was 
because  o f  co n sc ie n ce  i n  some usage o f  t h a t  word.
INTERVIEWER
Bertram
[NTERVIEWER
R ig h t .  Have you any h o b b ie s  Bertram o r  p a s t im e s ,  a c t i v i t i e s  
t h a t  you in d u lg e  i n  o u t s id e  th e  OPen U n iv e r s i ty ?
Q u ite  a  l o t
Things t h a t  r e a l l y  t u r n  you on, can you o u t l i n e  a n y ' o f  them?
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B e r t r a m Um.. I 'm  a f a n a t i c a l  s a i l o r ,  um.. I  l i k e  s a i l i n g  sm all 
b o a t s  and b u i ld in g  them um ..and t h a t ' s  my*, major s o r t  
o f  f a n ta s y  f u l f i lm e n t  hobby.
INTERVIEWER
Bertram
Where do you go s a i l i n g  and what s o r t  o f  b o a t s  do you b u i ld ?
Wei; I  b u i l t  a  M irro r  dinghy y e a r s  ago and um .. I 'm  a l s o  
b u i l d in g  an i n t e r n a t i o n a l  moth b u t  and th e n  I 'm  go ing  to  b u i l d  
a  s a i l i n g  b o a t  and one o f  th e s e  days I 'm  going  to  b u i l d  a  l a r g e  
enough b o a t  and s a i l  around th e  w orld .
INTERVIEWER R e a l ly !
Bertram Well I  d o n ' t  know w heter  I  am b u t  i f  you p u t . . .  I ' d  l i k e  to  
th in k  I  was.
INTERVIEWER
Bertram
Where you do you a c t u a l l y  s o r t  o f  b u i l d  your b o a t s ,  down a t  
a s a i l i n g  c e n t r e  o r  a t  home?
No. I  b u i l t  my f i r s t  s a i l i n g  dinghy i n  a  h u t  i n  a  f r i e n d ' s  
back g a rd en ,  um .. b e fo re  I  b u i l t  a  b o a t  i n  i t ,  my f r i e n d  had 
been l i v i n g  i n  th e  h u t  and i t  was o n ly  about s i x  in c h e s  lo n g e r  
th a n  th e  b o a t  I  b u i l t  so I  worked under v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  c o n d i t io n s  
b u t  I  s a i l  now on th e  S o le n t .
INTERVIEWER
Bertram
Yes I ' v e  s a i l e d  t h e r e  m yself  a c t u a l l y .
A c t u a l l y , w e l l  i t ' s  q u i t e  i r r e l e v a n t  to  your e x p e r im e n t , b u t  I  
r e c e n t l y  s a i l e d  and t h i s  i s  an i n d i c a t i o n  o f  what k in d  o f  a 
madman I  can b e ,  I  s a i l e d  s in g le  handed n o n -s to p  around th e  
I s l e  o f  Wight i n  my M ir ro r  d inghy . I  g o t  up a t  abou t fo u r  o 
c lo ck  i n  th e  morning to  b e g in  i t  and I  g o t  back  a t  abou t 
one o c lo ck  a t  n i g h t .
NTERVIEWER
Bertram
Was t h a t  en jo y ab le?
Immensely -  to  me i r  was immensely I  mean, am azing. The o n ly ,  
th e  k ind  o f . ,  i t  was s l i g h t l y . „ t h e r e  were one o r  two moments 
when I  was q u i t e  ap p re h e n s iv e ,  .but t h a t  was where I  was s a i l i n g  
f o r  th e  ro c k s  o f  th e  /Veedles.
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INTERVIEWER
Bertram
Yes. I  know th o se  ro c k s  -  I ' v e  a c t u a l l y  ca p s iz e d  going 
around th e  I s l e  o f  Wight m yself  and b e in g  blown i n t o  them 
I  th i n k  t h e y ' r e  c a l l e d  th e  N eed les .
Yes t h a t ' s  r i g h t  th e y  a r e .
INTERVIEWER Some t e n  y e a r s  ago when I  went on Y achting  A ss o c ia t io n  
c o u rs e s  a t  Dogmôt’C reek .
Bertram
INTERVIEWER
Anyway I  d id  a l o t  o f  s a i l i n g  i n  th e  S o le n t .
Why do you l i k e  s a i l i n g ,  I  mean do you f e e l  a t  one w ith  
your environm ent o r  a t  peace o r  -  away from l i f e  i n  Birmingham 
you l i v e  i s n ' t  i t ?
Bertram Yes b u t  I  h a v e n ' t  l i v e d  i n  Birmingham v e ry  lo n g  and I ' v e  been  
s a i l i n g  now f o r  much lo n g e r  th a n  I ' v e  l i v e d  i n  Birmingham um .. 
a l th o u g h ,  I  mean i t  i s  a  v e ry  p le a s a n t  change from Birmingham 
I  d o n ' t  t h in k  any o f  th e  t h i n g s  you s a id  a c c u r a t e l y  r e f l e c t  the- 
f e e l i n g s  I  have, b u t  I  would be v e r y . . .  I ' d  f i n d  i t  v e ry  
d i f f i c u l t  to  p u t  th e  f e e l i n g s  t h a t  I  have i n t o  words um ..
I  suppose i t ' s  a k in d  o f . . .  I  l i k e  i t  I  t h i n k  because  i t ' s  
an e x p re s s io n  o f  my p h y s ic a l  v i t a l i t y  and um .. I  l i k e  i t  
because  I  th in k  I t  i s  v e ry  b e a u t i f u l  a s  w e l l .  I  mean th e  
movement i s  v e ry  b e a u t i f u l  a l s o  I  u m . . .
INTERVIEWER I t ' s  q u i t e  p r e c i s e  and a c c u ra te  i s  i t  n o t?
Bertram I  d o n ' t  r e a l l y  th i n k  th o s e  a r e  v e ry  a p p r o p r ia t e  te rm s ,  I  mçan 
i t  does r e q u i r e  a  l o t  o f  s k i l l ,  judgement b u t  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  
i t ' s  v e ry  p r e c i s e  s k i l l  and judgement i n  t h a t  s e n s e .  I t ' s  
much more to  do w ith  a  k in d  o f  e x p re s s io n  o f  o n e ' s  v i t a l i t y
INTERVIEWER I  meant p r e c i s e  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  um .. a  g r e a t  a p p r e c i a t i o n  
o f  th e  e lem en ts .
Bertram Oh y es  I  mean i t ' s  p r e c i s e  in  t h a t  sense,
INTERVIEWER I  mean i n  o th e r  words you don '.t j u s t  ig n o re  them.
B ertram
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Yss, yes  I  mean y o u . ,  p r e c i s e  a l s o  th e  need to  adjudge 
wind and t i d e  and p r e c i s e  in  th e  need to  have adjudged 
b a lan ce  b u t  I  w o u ld n 't  g e n e r a l i s e  th o se  te rm s .  I  mean 
I  th in k  more a p p r o p r ia te  a d j e c t i v e s  would be -  w i ld ,  exhub- 
e r a n t  u m . . .  So i t  i s  s o r t  o f  th e  o p p o s i te
o f  ap o lo d ia n  however you pronounce i t  -  Beechian  man ( l a u g h t e r )  
t h a t ’ s what I  f e e l  about i t  a l s o  I  su sp e c t  t h a t ,  I  mean I  
su sp e c t  I  f i n d  som ething sex u a l about i t  a c t u a l l y ,  h ig h ly  
s e n s u a l  um.. y es  I  th in k  t h a t  would be an h o n es t  s o r t  o f  
co n te n t  o f  i t .
INTERVIEWER Have you any o th e r  p as t im es?
Bertram Well I  used  to  do a  l o t  o f  w h ite  w a te r  canoeing  a c t u a l l y  a s  
w e l l  which i s  n o t . . .  I  mean I  had a lm ost i d e n t i c a l  r e a s o n s ,  
b u t  a l l  t h e . . .  th o se  k in d  o f  th in g s  um. you p ro b ab ly  know 
what w h ite  w a te r  canoe ing  i s  l i k e  so i n  f a c t  i t  i s  v e ry  
s im i l a r  to  s a i l i n g  and um .. 1 u sed  to  climb m o u n ta in s ,a l th o u g h  
I  h aven ’t  done t h a t  f o r  some t im e .
INTERVIEWER Where was t h i s  i n  S co tlan d ?
Bertram A u s t r i a  -  n o t  t e c h n i c a l  c l im b in g  j u s t  p lo d d in g  up to  th e  to p  
o f  a l p s .  I  en joyed  t h a t  f o r  I  t h in k  th e  same spec trum  o f  
re a s o n s  o r  no t r e a s o n s  -  i r r e a s o n s .  O therw ise  I  wa l k a  l o t ,  
ru n ,  do a l l  th e  k in d  o f  normal t h i n g s  I  u sed  t o  go to  th e  
cinema a  l o t  b u t  s in c e  I  g o t  m a rr ie d  and had a  k i d .
[NTERVIEWER Well one can do t h a t  a t  th e  O.U. on Wednesdays i f  yoifre 
around .
e r t ra m No I ’m no t around so i t ’ s  u m - . . .
[NTERVIEWER I t  p ro b ab ly  f i n i s h e s  a  b i t  l a t e  i f  you want t o  g e t  back  
a c t u a l l y .
e r tram I  don’ t  a c t u a l l y  you know, I  d o n ' t  use th e  O.U. i n  a  r e c r e a t i o n a l  
way because  I ' v e  never  l i v e d  c lo se  enough to  tak e  advan tage  o f  i t .
NTERVIEWER O.K. I ' l l  j u s t  tu r n  over my t a p e .
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DVICE FOR SOMEONE GETTING MARRIED.
NTERVIEWER Right Bertram have you go t any ad v ice  f o r  someone g e t t i n g  
m arried?
Bertram No
NTERVIEWER Would you g iv e  any adv ice?
îr t ram Not i n  th e  a b s t r a c t  no.
NTERVIEWER I  mean you do advoca te  peop le  g e t t i n g  m a rr ied  a s  opposed 
to  l i v i n g  t o g e th e r .
Bertram No I  d o n ' t  have any f e e l i n g  one way o r  a n o th e r .
ITERVIEWER I t  d o e s n ' t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  m a t te r  -  y o u 'v e  n o t  a c t u a l l y  th o u g h t 
about i t  o r  c o n s id e re d  i t ?
r t ram No.
[TERVIEWER O.K. _ R ig h t . . .  um.. can you t e l l  me what you f e e l  your job 
in v o lv e s  a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i t y ?
rtram Yes i t  i n v o lv e s  f i r s t  o f  a l l ,  h e lp in g  on th e  p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  
co u rse s  I  have now been in v o lv e d  w ith  th e  p r e p a r a t io n  o f  f o u r  
d i f f e r e n t  c o u rs e s  and w r i t i n g  u n i t s  and p r e p a r in g  t e l e v i s i o n  
o r  r a d io  programmes and second ly  i t  i n v o lv e s  u n d e r ta k in g  my 
own r e s e a r c h .  I  have a  number o f  r e s e a r c h  i n t e r e s t s  which 
I  work on whenever I  can and th e n  I  suppose t h i r d l y  i t  in v o lv e s  
ta k in g  some i n t e r e s t  i n  th e  s o r t  o f . ,  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e , b u r e a c r a t i c  
problem s o f  th e  U n iv e r s i t y  -  l i k e  m arking .
TERVIEWER O.K. r e v e r t i n g  back to  t o p i c s  i n  th e  news -  how i n t e r e s t e d  
would you say t h a t  you a r e  i n  t o p i c s  i n  th e  news.
r t ram Very i n t e r e s t e d  -  I  even f in d  i t  s l i g h t l y  d i f f i c u l t  to  en v isa g e  
amyone w ith  normal f a c u l t i e s  who cou ld  h o n e s t ly  be s a id  n o t  t o  
i n  some way be i n t e r e s t e d  in  t o p i c s  in  th e  news.
TERVIEWER I  m ean.. some peo p le  d o n ' t  a c t u a l l y  v e r  r e a d  a  new spaper.
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r tram Yes. But th e r e  i s  p o s s ib ly  you know I 'm  su re  q u i t e  a l o t  
o f  a d u l t s  who d o n ' t  r e a d  a  newspaper -  th ey  have an i n t e r e s t  
in  th e  payment o f  wages th e  a l l o c a t i o n  o f  h o u ses ,  p u b l ic  
t r a n s p o r t ,  th e  environem ent p o l i c i e s  um.o so e v e r y o n e s o c .
?ERVIEWER How inform ed would you say you a re  about c u r r e n t  a f f a i r s ?
tram F a i r l y  w e ll  in fo rm ed .
’ERVIEWER And yotir in fo rm a t io n  comes from what -  t e l e v i s i o n  and new spapers?
tram P r im a r i ly  th ro u g h  p r i n t ,  I  l i s t e n  to  th e  r a d io  q u i t e  a  b i t ,
I ' d  say  th e  r a d io  i s  more in fo rm a t iv e  to  me th a n  t e l e v i s i o n .
The G uard ian , New S o c ie ty ,  New S ta tesm an , e d u c a t io n a l  j o u r n a l s  
th e  u s u a l  ru n  o f  i n t e l l i g e n t  mans r e a d in g  o r  w h a tev e r .  I  d o n ' t  
knowt...
'ERVIEWER R igh t O.K. th e n  Bertram  th a n k s  v e ry  much.
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INTERVIEWER O.K. then  B i l l  , b eg in n in g  o f  the  in te rv ie w .  How do you 
see th e  c u r r e n t  s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland?
B i l l Well I  suppose t h a t  the  f i r s t  th in g  t h a t  I  want to  say i s  
t h a t  I  h av en ’ t  been fo l lo w in g  th e  s p e c i f i c s  o f  i t  v e ry  much,
I  h e a r  s n ip p e t s  in  th e  . . um . . on th e  r a d io  and I  watch 
t e l e v i s i o n  and I  r e a d  newspapers b u t  um . . I  have a s o r t  o f  
g e n e ra l  model o f  what goes on i n  c o n f l ic t  s i t u a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  
k ind  and i t ' s  to  do w ith  th e  way in  which peop le  f r i g h t e n  
one a n o th e r  and p r o j e c t  d i r e  consequences and um , r e a l l y  
box one a n o th e r  i n  to  such an e x te n t  t h a t  th e  whole s i t u a t i o n  
te n d s  to  e s c a l a t e  and become e x p lo s iv e ,  so when I  r e a d  about 
th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  Poland  I  d o n ' t  te n d  to  lo o k  too  much o r ,  
even remember to o  much o f  th e  s p e c i f i c s ,  I  j u s t  seem to  th in k  
to  m yse lf  " i t ' s  th e  same o ld  nonsense happening a g a i n " ,  um. -. 
I  mean l o t s  o f  t h i n g s  a re  a t  a  s p e c i f i c  l e v e l  one might say ,  
b u t  th e y  alw ays seem to  me to  be s p e c i f i c  in c id e n c e s  o f  th e s e  
more g e n e ra l  phenomena, you can show how um .  .  I  mean th e  
a p p e t i t e  t e n d s  to  in c re a s e  a s  poep le  f e e l  t h e y ' r e  g e t t i n g  
more and more o f  t h e i r  own way, th ey  e s c a l a t e  th e  demands, 
so t h e r e ' s  t h a t  s o r t  o f  elem ent i n  S o l i d a r i t y  a s  f a r  a s  I  can 
s e e .  T h e r e 's  th e  u s u a l  b u s in e s s  about what p e o p le ,  p o l i t i c i a n s ,  
un ion  l e a d e r s  and so on a r e  p rep a red  to  say i n  p u b l i c  a s  
opposed to  what th e y  might be p r i v a t e l y  th in k in g ,  t h e r e ' s  th e  
b u s in e s s  o f  peop le  t r y i n g  to  c o n ta in  th e  w i ld  men o f  t h e i r  
p a r ty  a s  i t  w ere, you know and th e re  a re  th e  peop le  t h e r e ,  
and th e r e  i s  alw ays a l u n a t i c e  f r in g e  and t r o u b le  m akers and 
so on. B ut, I  a c t u a l l y  see t h i s  in  any s o r t  o f  c o n f l i c t ,  I  
cou ld  go th rough  th e  same s o r t  of s c e n a r io  a t  th e  Open 
U n iv e r s i ty  and show th e  same s o r t  o f  th in g  happen ing , because  
when th e r e  i s  some k ind  o f  economic axe w ielded  a t  th e  Open 
U n iv e r s i ty ,  you see th e  same s o r t  o f  a t te m p ts  to  p r o j e c t
" conscqwrüf s ,  to  fon;: c c a l i t i o n r  to  I ook f u r  a l l i e s  and 
to  a t te m p t to  s in g le  out the  p o l i t i c a l l y  weak a s  b e in g  the
INTERVIEWER
B i l l
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people  t h a t  ought to  sui 1 e r , wlio ought to  s u f f e r  the  
m ost,and so i t  goes on. So in  every  s i t u a t i o n  y o u ' l l  f in d  
th a t  d e t a i l  i s  d i f f e r e n t ,  y o u ' l l  f in d  you know presum ably 
the  c a t h o l i c ,  the  C a tho lic ism  makes a d i f f e r e n c e  in  the  
P o l io h  s i t u a t i o n ,  whereas i t  w o u ld n 't  make a d i f f e r e n c e  in  
th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  b u t  t h e y ' l l  be something s im i l a r  making 
a d i f f e r e n c e  a t  the  Open U n iv e r s i ty .  So what I 'm  say ing  
i s  t h a t  a s  a s o r t  o f  g e n e ra l  view t h a t  I  have o f  what goes 
on in  s i t u a t i o n s  o f  t h i s  k in d ,  and um . . I  tend  j u s t  to  nod 
my head when I  r e a d  i t  th in k in g  "w e ll  you know i t ' s  j u s t  
an o th e r  b i t  o f  t h i s  nonsense be ing  a c te d  out i n  a d i f f e r e n t  
s o r t  o f  c o n te x t"
Do you th in k  i t  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  t h a t  th e r e  i s  a  P o l i s h  Pope 
a t  th e  moment?
Yes I  th i n k  th in g s  l i k e  t h a t  make a  d i f f e r e n c e ,  j u s t  a s  you 
know i t  might make a  d i f f e r e n c e  a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i t y  t h a t  
th e  new V.C. i s  a  t e c h n o lo g i s t  and um . .  happens to  have a  
s p e c i a l  i n t e r e s t  i n  th e se  government, p roposed  government 
schemes f o r  r e —t r a i n i n g  and u p -d a t in g  t e c h n ic i a n s ,  you w i l l  
always f i n d  you know w herever you look  you w i l l  f i n d  t h a t  
t h e r e  a re  c e r t a i n  th in g s  o f  t h a t  k ind  t h a t  make a  d i f f e r e n c e ,  
b u t  th e y  p ro b ab ly  d o n ' t  make too  much o f  a  d i f f e r e n c e ,  um . .  
i t ' s ,  h a rd  to  know, and I  suppose t h a t ' s  a n o th e r  t h i n g  I  want to  
say , a  l o t  o f  th e  new spapers and th e  mass media g e n e r a l l y ,  
t e l e v i s i o n  p u n d i t s ,  speak a s  i f  th e y  th in k  th e y  know what i s  
go ing  on, and I  never  f e e l  t h a t  we can know, p a r t l y  b ecau se  
th e  p u b l i c  p o s tu r in g s  a re  o f t e n  very  d i f f e r e n t  from what 
goes on beh ind  c lo s e d  doo rs  and I  th in k  you see t h a t  i n  f o r  
example : th e  P o l i t  Bureau i n  th e  S o v ie t  Union, where um 
i t  i s  p r e t t y  obv ious t h a t  th e r e  a re  a l l  s o r t s  o f  p r i v a t e  w o r r i e s  
about th e  wheat crop  and w hether,  and um . . r e c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  
th e y 'v e  g o t  to  r e l y  on America and Canada and p la c e s  l i k e  t h a t  
f o r  t h e i r  wheat s u p p l i e s .  There a re  th in g s  l i k e  t h a t  which 
must make a d i f f e r e n c e  they  w i l l  a l s o  be i n t e r n a l  jo c k e y in g s  
fo! ; over th e re  and they a v - xiore l i k e  to  oociir, hoi’o ag a in  
th e re  a re  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  the  s o r t  o f  jo c k ey in g s  fo r  power w i l l  
be more e m o tio n a l ly  f r a u g h t  I- would imagine in  a c o u n try  l i k e
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the S o v ie t  Union or China because i f  you f a l l  from power 
in  those  c o u n t r i e s  you ’ve r e a l l y  had i t ,  whereas i f  you 
f a l l  from power in  England you j u s t  f a l l  back in t o  some 
cushioned  jo b ,  and the  same i s  t r u e  a c t u a l l y  o f  th e  American 
a d m in i s t r a t io n ,  i f  Reagan g e t s  k icked  out o f  o f f i c e  n ex t  
time around um . . .  w e l l  th e re  a r e n ’ t  go ing  to  be people- 
hounding him i n t o  p r i s o n ,  o r  w anting to  execu te  him, o r  
w anting  to  s e t t l e  o ld  s c o re s  and um which c e r t a i n l y  has  
happened in  China and i s  l i k e l y  to  happen whenever th e r e  
i s  a change o f  power i n  th e  S o v ie t  Union; th e r e  a g a in  t h a t ’ s 
t o t a l l y  p r e d i c t a b l e  because  i f  t h a t  s o r t  o f  th in g  o c c u r r s  
y o u ’l l  f i n d  t h a t  th e  peop le  i n  power i n  China o r  th e  peop le  
who a r e  i n  power i n  R u ss ia  w i l l  be v e ry  much concerned  to  
make p r e t t y  damned su re  t h a t  th ey  keep power and t h a t  means 
t h e y ' l l  be p a r t i c u l a r l y  r e p r e s s iv e  to  th e  o p p o s i t i o n  and 
t h a t  means i f  th e y  lo s e  i t ,  th e  o p p o s i t io n  i s  go ing  to  f e e l  
t h a t  th e y  have go t s c o re s  to  s e t t l e ,  and so you know th i n g s  
a re  a l l  e n t i r e l y  p r e d i c t a b l e  w i th in  th e  te rm s o f  a g e n e ra l  
model, b u t  you know t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  th e  
p a r t i c u l a r i t i e s  and th e  emphases i n  any p a r t i c u l a r  c o u n t ry ,  
so um . . what was your q u e s t io n  aga in?
INTERVIEWER How d id  you see th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  Po land  a t  th e  p r e s e n t  time.
B i l l Yes you in t e r u p t e d  though toask a n o th e r  q u e s t io n
INTERVIEWER I  j u s t  asked  i f  you though t th e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  was a  P o l i s h  
Pope was im p o r ta n t ,  o r  would t h a t  make any d i f f e r e n c e ?
B i l l Yes, yes  t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  y e s  t h a t ' s  what l e d  me o f f  on a l l  
t h a t  ta c k ,  I  was making a p o in t  t h a t  a l l  s o r t s  o f  t h i n g s  l i k e  
t h i s  can make a d i f f e r e n c e ,  so b e in g  a pope and b e in g  a 
Vice C h a n c e l lo r  who i s  a t e c h n o lo g i s t  o r  b e in g  a Prime M in i s t e r  
o r  a P r e s id e n t  i n  a  c o u n try  where th e re  a r e  v e ry  h ig h  s t a k e s ,  
be ing  someone l i k e  th e  Shah f o r  example where th e  s t a k e s  a re  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  h ig h ,  um . .  th e  Shah o f  I r a n  t h a t  was; I  mean 
you can look  in  ev e ry  , i n  every  case  t h e r e  w i l l  be a d i f f e r ­
ence t ’n.-it’ s mad; bu t very  o f te n  i t  won’ t make \n.-ry mucli
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d i f fo rc n c ü  because th e se  s o r t s  of c o n f l i c t s  tend to  have a 
kind o f  in n e r  diaendemic of t h e i r  own. You can s o r t  of 
p r e d i c t  t h a t  th e re  w i l l  be f a i r l y  e x p lo s iv e  consequences 
i r r e s p e c t i v e  o f  who i s  on top  and I  mean t h a t ' s  a c t u a l l y  
shown, I  mean the  f a c t  of th e  m a t te r  i s  th e  Shah go t booted  
out in  s p i t e  o f  l a r g e  numbers o f  a t te m p ts  on h i s  p a r t  to  
r e p r e s s  th e  o p p o s tio n  um . . you w i l l  f in d  th e  C hinese  gang 
o f  fo u r  go t boo ted  out um . . th e se  th in g s  do ten d  to  e s c a l a t e  
and a g a in  I  th in k  th e r e  * s a g e n e ra l  model one can p o r t r a y  th a t  
shows th e  a lm ost i n e v i t a b i l i t y  o f  t h i s  and so th e  on ly  
d i f f e r e n c e  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  f a c t o r s  make i s  a  d i f f e r e n c e  
c o nce rn ing  th e  r a t e  a t  which i t  happens.
INTERVIEWER Yes would you say  t h i s  could  have happened to  somebody l i k e  
th e  A yoto lha  Kohmeni?
B i l l Yes I  th i n k  t h a t  i s  l i k e l y  to  happen. Again t h e r e  i s  a  
g e n e ra l  p r i n c i p l e  in v o lv ed  b u t  um . . som ething th e  m asses 
on th e  whole, p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  t h e y ' r e  a f f l i c t e d  w i th  r e l i g i o n ,  
th e y  w i l l  te n d  to  want a  s t ro n g  l e a d e r  who s h a r e s  t h e i r  
p r e j u d i c e s ,  d e l i v e r s  c e r t a i n  s o r t s  o f  goods, and i f  t h e r e  comes 
a tim e when he t h i n k s  t h a t  when th e  masses b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e i r  
l e a d e r  i s n ' t  a b le  to  . . i s n ' t  a b le  t o  d e l i v e r  th e  goods, 
t h e y ' l l  j u s t  c r u c i f y  him, and um t h a t ' s  one r e a s o n  why you 
have to  g e t  a  l o t  o f  en ig m atic  communication and f o r c i f i c a t i o n  
going  on, you have t o  have peop le  a t  th e  to p  ( i n  o r d e r  to  
avo id  t h a t  s i t u a t i o n )  p re te n d in g  t h a t  t h i n g s  a r e  b e t t e r  th a n  
they  a r e ,  a l t e r n a t i v e l y  th e y  have to  d i v e r t  a t t e n t i o n  from 
them se lves  by c a l l i n g  a t t e n t i o n  to  s c a p e g o a ts ,  so t h e r e  w i l l  
always be some o th e r  enemy t h a t  th e y  a re  p o in t in g  th e  crowds 
in  th e  d i r e c t i o n  o f ,  a s  um . . a way o f  d i v e r t i n g  a t t e n t i o n  
from t h e i r  own in a d e q u a c ie s .
INTERVIEWER Have you go t f i r s t - h a n d  in fo rm a t io n  o f  w h a t 's  go ing  on in  
Poland , I  mean f o r  example, do you know any P o l i s h  peop le?
B i l l Wol.l a c t u a l l y  the  only  Polin li person  1 happen to  know wnet 
to  Poland on ly  a few months ago, remarked t h a t  a l th o u g h  
everybody was grum bling  about the  sh o r ta g e  of food , whenever
he opened the  f r id g e  doors  th e  s t u f f  tum bles o u t ( l a u g h t e r )
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and urn o . i t ' s  a c t u a l l y  p a r t  of what I  was say ing  about 
no t r e a l l y  knowing what i s  going on. You very  o f te n  f in d  
th a t  c e r t a i n  s o r t s  of s i t u a t i o n s  a re  alm ost the o p p o s i te  o f  
w h a t 's  th e  c a se ,  you h ear  q u i t e  h o r r i f i c  s t o r i e s  which a re  
bumped up and ex ag e ra ted  maybe by the  media and tu r n  out to  
be t o t a l l y  u n t ru e ,  bu t presumably i t ' s  very  much in  the  
i n t e r e s t s  o f  a l o t  of people  to  p re te n d  t h a t  everyone i s  
n e a r ly  s t a r v i n g  and on the  b r e a d l in e  and c e r t a i n l y  appea l  
to  any an ti-com m unis t  mass media to  r e p e a t  t h i s ,  b u t ,  w hether 
i t  i s  th e  case  o r  n o t ,  I  j u s t  d o n ' t  know.
VIOLENCE ON T.V.
INTERVIEWER O.K. to  change th e  s u b je c t  B i l l  , have you any view s about 
v io le n c e  on th e  t e l e v i s i o n ?
B i l l Urn . . .  I  h a v e n ' t  r e a l l y  though t about t h a t  one to o  much, 
urn . . my own view, f o r  what i t ' s  w orth , i s  t h a t  v io le n c e  
I  th in k  c e r t a i n l y  e x a c e rb a te s  urn . . c o n f l i c t  i n  r e a l  l i f e ,
I  th in k  v io le n c e  on th e  . . .  t h a t  t h e r e ' s  a schoo l o f  th o u g h t  
which b e l i e v e s  t h a t  v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  d o e s n ' t  r e a l l y  
do any harm, I  th i n k  i t  does do q u i t e  a  l o t  o f  harm urn . .
I  t h i n k .  I 'm  q u i t e  im pressed  f o r  example: by c e r t a i n  r e s e a r c h  
which shows t h a t  a f t e r  w atch ing  um . . t h a t  a f t e r  w a tch in g  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  v i o l e n t  e p i so d e s ,  young c h i ld r e n  w i l l  go and 
smash t h e i r  teddy  b e a r s  t o  b i t s ,  I  expec t  y o u 'v e  r e a d  abou t 
s t u f f  l i k e  t h a t  and um . . b u t ,  I  suppose r e a l l y ,  i t ' s  n o t  
th e  d e e p e s t  worry I  have' about t e l e v i s i o n ,  I  t h in k  th e  w orry  
I  have about t e l e v i s i o n  i s  t h a t  i t ' s  t o t a l l y  m i s - d i r e c t i v e  
about th e  n a tu re  o f  r e a l i t y ,  um. . what I  mean by t h a t  i s  
t h a t  I  th in k  t h a t  th e r e  was once a tim e b e fo re  t e l e v i s i o n  
when k id s  grew up and um . . i n  the  r e a l  world and g o t  im­
m ediate  c o r r e c t iv e  feed -b ac k  i f  th ey  d id  c e r t a i n  s o r t s  o f  
th in g s  wrong, f o r  example: i f  you a re  a young k id  and you had 
a b ik e  and you though t you could r i d e  th e  b ik e  down a bumpy 
h i l l ,  you would have a go and i t  would t o s s  you o f f  and y o u 'd  
soon f in d  out tiiaL your id e a s  wore wrong about t h i s ,  b u t  i t
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seems to  me th a t  nowdays k id s  can watch the box in d e f .n i tc ly  
and g e t  a l l  s o r t s  o f  b i z a r r e  id e a s  about the  way th e  world work 
and a c t u a l l y  never g e t  any c o r r e c t iv e  feed-back  because  th e re  
i s  no way i n  which they  can a c t u a l l y  t e l l  t h a t  t h e y ' r e  wrong.
In  f a c t  th ey  w i l l  even tend to  look  f o r  confirm ing  ev idence  of  
t h e i r  r i g h t  and t h e y ' l l  always be ab le  to  see i t  i f  th ey  
develop  a c e r t a i n  k ind  of s e l c t i v e  p e rc e p t io n  and I  n o t i c e  
t h a t  s e v e r a l  t im e s  when I  . . I  watch th e se  d e b a te s  from time 
to  tim e and t h e y ’ve been, th e se  p a r t i c u l a r  d e b a te s  t h a t  th e  
B.B.C. mounts when th e r e  i s  some c r i s i s  about th e  c a b in e t  or 
some t r i k e  o r  w hatever and um . . every  o n e 's  r e a l l y  d e l i v e r i n g  
t h e i r  own monologue, th e y 'v e  a l l  go t d i f f e r e n t  p o i n t s  o f  view, 
t h e y ' r e  a l l  c o n t r a d i c t i n g  one an o th e r  and I  u s u a l ly  end up no t 
hav ing  th e  f a i n t e s t  id e a  what I  shou ld  make o f  i t ,  and th e n  I  
t a l k  to  peo p le  th e  n ex t day and th ey  say " d id  you see  t h a t  
programme, w a s n ' t  i t  w onderful?  I  though t Jo e  B loggs won 
hands down" w h a t ' s  o b v io u s ly  happened i s  t h a t  th e y 'v e  i d e n t i ­
f i e d  w i th  someone, Jow Bloggs j u s t  happens to  be th e  p e rso n  
who h as  a view t h a t  i s  r a t h e r  s im i la r  to  t h e i r s  and t h e y ' r e  
see ing -h im  a s  th e  w inner -  hands down o f  th e  d e b a te .  The poin- 
abou t a l l  t h i s  i s  um . . i f  i n  f a c t  you watch t e l e v i s i o n  and 
you g e t  a l l  s o r t s  o f  b i z a r r e  and wrong id e a s  about th e  way 
th e  w orld  works, i f  you see a l l  s o r t s  o f  th in g s  happen ing  
i n  o th e r  c o u n t r i e s ,  you k ind  o f  g e t  an image o f  th e  way i n  
which g a n g s te r s  behave and th e  p o l i c e  behave and everybody , 
e l s e  behaves  under a l l  s o r t s  o f  odd c i rc u m s ta n c e s ,  and g e t  
t o t a l l y  wrong id e a s  about th e  way i n  which th e  w orld  w orks.
When you grow up and g e t  out i n  th e  w orld ,  you th e n  f i n d  to  
your h o r r o r  t h a t  th e  world i s n ' t  behav ing  in  th e  way t h a t  you 
e x p e c t ,  so you g e t  v e ry  f r u s t r a t e d ,  you n ex t f i n d  t h a t  e v e ry ­
one e l s e  around you i s  i n  th e  same p red icam ent and t h a t  th e y  
a l s o  a re  f in d in g  t h a t  th e  world d o e s n ' t  behave i n  th e  way 
t h a t  th e y  e x p e c t ,  b u t  then  t h e r e ' s  a c a tc h  22, t h a t  th e s e  
peop le  c a n ' t  a c t u a l l y  ag ree  among them se lves  abou t w h a t ' s  
wrong because  t h e r e  a re  an i n d e f i n i t e l y  l a rg e  number o f  ways 
o f  b e in g  wrong abou t th e  ways in  which th e  world um . um. um. 
behaver and i f  in  f a c t  everybody bar  got t h e i r  i d i o s y n c r a t i c
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views t h a t  have never been s u b je c t  to  c o r r e c t iv e  feed -b ac k ,  
then  they  w i l l  j u s t  be a l l  a t  odds w ith  one an o th e r  a s  to  
what to  do about i t ,  o r  what i s  a c t u a l l y  wrong, so um . - 
you know I  have t h i s ,  I  have th e se  r e a l  problems about l e t t i n g  
c h i ld r e n  s i t  in  f r o n t  of the  box fo r  hours  on end under th o se  
s o r td  o f  c o n d i t io n s .  I 'm  not say ing  th a t  b e fo re  th e  T.V. e ra  
um . .  . I 'm  not w anting to  say th a t  th e  c h i ld r e n  under th o se  
c o n d i t io n s  never go t wrong id e a s ,  b u t  I  th in k  t h e r e  were fewer 
o f  them.
INTERVIEWER Yes have you watched programmes l i k e  th e  P r o f e s s i o n a l s ,  
S ta r s k y  & Hutch, Kojak?
B i l l Yes um . .
INTERVIEWER Which a re  f a i r l y  v i o l e n t .
B i l l Yes t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  I  mean t h a t ' s  th e  k in d  o f  machismo man 
w inning th ro u g h , you know I  f in d  i t  p o s i t i v e l y  r e v o l t i n g  
( l a u g h t e r )
INTERVIEWER E s p e c i a l l y  p e rh ap s  i n  um. Kojak.
B i l l I  mean I  was w atch ing  King Kong, t h a t  c l a s s i c  f i lm  l a s t  
n i g h t ,  I  d o n ' t  know w hether you saw i t ,  i t  was r e p e a te d .
INTERVIEWER No I  d i d n ' t  l a s t  n ig h t  no.
B i l l And th e r e  was t h i s  huge ape t h a t  w a s n 't  do ing  anybody any 
harm you see and um . . th ey  k ind  o f  c a p tu re  t h i s  ape and 
um . .  i t ' s  a v e ry  corny s t o r y ,  b u t  th e  ape g e t s  v e ry  fo nd ,  
g e t s  v e ry  a t ta c h e d  to  t h i s  l i t t l e  g i r l  who he can k in d  o f  
can ho ld  i n  h i s  hand, th e  g i r l  i s  a c t u a l l y  s m a l le r  th a n  th e  
a p e ' s  hand, and um . . t h e r e ' s  a scene in  which th e  ape i s  j u s t  
s t ra p p e d  w ith  huge h a n d c u ffs  f o r  p u b l ic  d i s p la y ,  and t h e r e ' s  
a b i t  o f  c o n f u s io n , ( I  d i d n ' t  see t h i s  b i t  l a s t  n ig h t  by th e  
way because  I  only tu rned  on a t  r t ■ \ c r y  end) b u t  I remember 
th e  o r i g i n a l  f i lm  very  w e l l .
INTERVIEWER I t  was on a t  the  cinema a c t u a l l y  up in  town.
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131.1.1 Yes. There was a scene in  which fo r  some reason  th e r e  was 
a l o t  o f  argument and a b i t  o f  scream ing and the  ape though t 
t h i s  g i r l  was in  some s o r t  o f  t r o u b l e ,  and so he wrenched 
and wrenched and a c t u a l l y  got f r e e  and s t a r t e d  smashing up th e  
town, he e v e n tu a l ly  c lim bs up th e  Empire S ta te  b u i l d in g ,  and 
the  grand f i n a l e  i s  where a l l  th e se  a i r p l a n e s  a re  a c t u a l l y  
homing in  on him and sh o o tin g  him to  p ie c e s ,  and um . .  
a c t u a l l y  t h a t ' s  supposed to  be a g r e a t  s to r y ,  i t  a l l  ends you 
s e e ,  i t  a l l  ends w ith  th e  person  say in g  "ah yes  vie go t him, 
th e  a i r p l a n e s  d id  i t "  a s  i f  t h i s  was something h ig h ly  c r e d i t ­
a b le ,  I  r e a l l y  g e t  a  f e e l i n g  o f  g r e a t  r e v u l s io n  when I  see 
t h i s  k in d  o f  v io le n c e  I  th in k  i t ’ s  a  r e a l  a f f r o n t  to  human 
d i g n i t y .  I  c e r t a i n l y  th in k  t h a t ’ s  t r u e  o f  Kojak and um . . 
th e  P r o f e s s i o n a l s ,  th e y  seem to  me to  be a l t o g e t h e r  to o  s l i c k .
INTERVIEWER The P r o f e s s i o n a l s  a c t u a l l y  i s  q u i t e  b loody , i t  goes  i n t o  a 
l o t  o f  s h o o t in g .
B i l l Yes y e s  t h a t ’ s  r i g h t ,  um . . .  Kojak i s  a  b i t  more um
INTERVIEWER Corny g a n g s te r
B i l l I  was go ing  to  say  S h er lo ck  H olm es-ish ,  t h e r e  i s  an  a t te m p t  
to  p ie c e  ev idence  t o g e th e r ,  um . . t h a t  S ta r s k y  & Hutch i s  
a n o th e r  one t h a t  i s  s o r t  o f  in -b e tw e en ,  w ith  th e  i n e v i t a b l e  
c a r  chase s c re e c h in g  backwards and fo rw ard s-  I  g e t  th e  
im p res s io n  th e s e  t h i n g s  • a r e  w r i t t e n  by a  com puter. Um . .
INTERVIEWER In  a c t u a l  f a c t  th e  news, th e  B.B.C. o r  I .T .V .  news can be 
q u i t e  f r i g h t e n i n g  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  v io le n c e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  when 
i t  was g iv in g  a c c o u n ts  o f  v io le n c e  down in  London o r  T o x t i e th ,  
one wonders how much th e  media l i k e  t e l e v i s i o n  shou ld  a c t u a l l y  
show the  g e n e ra l  p u b l i c .
B i l l Yes th e  um . .  . I  th in k  t h i s  tendency  f o r  th e  mass media 
to  r e v e l  in  am . o. bad news and um but ii. p re sen tr .  tin. new;:
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w ith o u t ,  i t  scorns to  me, any in s ig h t  in to  what the  p r o c e s s e s  
a r e ,  I  th in k  th e re  ag a in  the  s o r t s  o f  e s c a l a t i o n s  t h a t  you 
g e t ,  a re  v io le n c e  and r a c i a l  p r e ju d ic e  and so on, um . . i n  
p la c e s  l i k e  B r ix to n  and S o u th a l l  a re  t o t a l l y  p r e d i c t a b l e ,  you 
c a n ' t  p r e d i c t  p r e c i s e ly  when, i t ' s  l i k e  ca r  c r a s h e s ,  you know 
you can a c t u a l l y  be q u i t e  c e r t a i n  t h a t  th e re  w i l l  be c a r  c ra sh e  
from time to  time and th e r e  w i l l  be knock-on concequences, 
i n  a sense  t h a t  one c a r  i s  l i k e l y  to  t e le s c o p e  i n t o  a n o th e r  
and t h a t  s o r t  o f  th in g ,  um . . I  th in k  people a re  t e r r i b l y  
u n i n s i g h t f u l  about th e  p ro c e s s e s  t h a t  g ive  r i s e  to  th e s e  
s o r t s  o f  c o n f l i c t  and t h a t ' s  nowhere touched  by th e  mass 
media a s  a whole, what th ey  tend  to  say i s  " lo o k  a t  a l l  t h i s  
v io le n c e  i s n ' t  i t  d r e a d f u l " ,  th e y  te n d  to  move i n t o  a  ju d g e ­
m ental s ta n c e ,  r a t h e r  than.i an u n d e rs ta n d in g  s ta n c e  and th e  
em phasis i s  on " t h i s  i s  t e r r i b l e ,  l e t ' s  make su re  i t  d o e s n ' t  
happen", you g e t  th e  k in d  o f  'h e a d s  must r o l l ' ,  h e a d l in e s ,  
where someone i s  a  scapegoa t a g a in ,  you see you may j u s t  a s  
w e l l  be s c a p e g o a ts  i n  th e  P o l i s h  s i t u a t i o n ,  o r  be s c a p e g o a ts  
looked  f o r , i t  maybe th e  N a tio n a l  F ro n t ,  i t  might be th e  P o l i c e ,  
a l l  s o r t s  o f  t h i n g s ,  i t ' s  a  s ta n d a rd  . .
INTERVIEWER I t  might be a  r a c i a l  i s s u e  i f  i t  was done i n  B r ix to n  o r  . . .
B i l l Yes i t  might w e l l  b e .
INTERVIEWER I t ' s  a  h o t-h o u se  f o r  s o r t  o f  r a c i a l  d i s c r i m in a t io n ,  t h a t  p a r t  
o f  London .
B i l l Yes, y e s  I  th in k  th e r e  i s  p robab ly  a  s o r t  o f  t h r e s h o l d  e f f e c t ,  
i t ' s  a lm ost a case  o f ,  i f  you g e t . ,  i f  n in e  p e r  c e n t  o f  th e  
p o p u la t io n  i s  c o lo u re d  nobody seems to  b o th e r ,  i f  n in e  and a 
h a l f  p e r  cen t  a re  co lo u red  nobody seems to  be b o th e re d ,  b u t  
i f  t e n  p e r  cen t  a re  co lo u red  a l l  h e l l  b re a k s  l o o s e .  You do 
g e t  th e se  t h r e s h o ld  e f f e c t s ,  b u t  th e se  a re  what I  c a l l  l a s t  
s t r a w s ,  you know peop le  a re  k ind  o f  inw ard ly  w o rr ie d  abou t th e  
s i t u a t i o n  and th e r e  comes a p o in t  when th e y  f e e l  t h e y 'v e  go t 
to  do som ething about i t ,  and th e re  ' s a s o r t  o f  m.asr h y s t e r i a
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and the  im i t a t i o n s  and so on. These a re  themes th a t  run 
r i g h t  th rough  the  whole p ro c e s s .
INTERVIEWER Yes the  r a c i a l  pot s o r t  o f  simmers down in  B r ix to n  most 
days of th e  week and i t  j u s t  needs something to  b r in g  i t  up 
to  b o i l i n g ,  i f  an y th in g  r e a l l y ,  any excuse f o r  v io le n c e
B i l l Yes I  mean t h e r e ' s  l o t s  o f  o c c a s io n s  when i t  seems to  me 
t h a t  th e  mass media a re  a lm ost i n v i t i n g  i t .  I  remember 
th e r e  was a time when f o r  a  week o r  two b e fo re  every  h o l id a y  
th e  mass media was s p e c u la t in g  on w hether the  teddy boys would 
swoop down on B r ig h to n  a g a in  and have a punch-up on t h e i r  
motor b ik e s ,  now i t  seems to  me t h a t  i f  you keep peop le  i n  
jo b s ,  i n  s o r t  o f  dead-end  jo b s  w ith  no s a t i s f a c t i o n  and so on, 
o r  j u s t  keep peop le  on th e  do le  when th e y  h a v e n ' t  g o t  th e  
in n e r  r e s o u r c e s  to  be ab le  t o  cope w ith  th e  boredom, i t  seems 
to  me to  be h a rd ly  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  you g e t  an e x p lo s io n  now 
and a g a in ,  um . . peop le  d o n ' t  tend  to  th in k  l i k e  t h a t ,  th e y  
te n d  to  th in k  "oh w e l l  you know, t h e y ' r e  g e t t i n g  money f o r  
d o in t  n o th in g "  and " th e y  shou ld  be g r a t e f u l  i n s t e a d  o f  k ic k in g  
up a  f u s s "  th e y  a c t u a l l y  d o n ' t  u n d e rs tan d  about th e  p sycho logy  
o f  p e o p le .
INTERVIEWER Would you say t h a t  s p o r t s  l i k e  box ing , judo and k a r a t e ,  
which a re  g iv en  f a i r l y  wide coverage by t e l e v i s i o n  on 
S a tu rd a y s  a i d ,  o r  c a l l e d  be c a l l e d  f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
B i l l Yes t h e r e ' s  th e  same k ind  o f  machismo prowess abou t i t  a l l  
I  sometimes g e t  t h i s  f e e l i n g  t h a t ,  t h a t  the  mass media i s  
ob sessed  by a k ind  o f  prow ess, whether i t ' s  Wimbledon, a t h l e t i c s  
swimming, judo ,  box ing , i n  the  f i r s t  p la c e  the  p r e s s  i s  v e ry  
much o r i e n t e d  tow ards  c e l e b r i t i e s ,  i f  you re a d  th ro u g h  th e  
new spapers you w i l l  f in d  t h e y ' r e  a l l  about c e l e b r i t i e s ,  i n  
f a c t ,  even i f  someone b e g in s  a s  a n o n e n t i ty ,  th e y  have to  
bump him up in t o  a c e l e b r i t y  in  o rd e r  to  go on t a l k i n g  abou t 
him. So the  p r e s s  -  th e  newspapers l a r g e l y  a re  abou t c e l e b r i t i e  
and what c e l e b r i t i e s  a re  do ing , and th e re  seems to  oe two 
modes, th e re  i s  the  k ind of  c h ee r in g  mode i f  th e  c e l e b r i t y  i s  
do ing  w e l l ,  and a condemning mode i f  they  a re  do ing  b a d ly ,  
so you l i n d  t l ia t  Boycott i s  in  d isg ra c e  one week because  he
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lias f a i l e d  to s c o r e , and h e ' s  the  hero  o f  the  c r i c k e t  
team a few weeks l a t e r  when he saves  the  s id e ,  t h e r e ’ s 
a k ind  of  funny o r c h e s t r a t i o n  o f  d i s g u s t  t h a t  goes on 
in  th e  media, um . - th e re  a re  a l l  s o r t s  o f  f e e l i n g s ,  you 
know hopes and f e a r s  a re  m o b i l ised ,  th e re  i s  t h i s  o r c h e s t r a t i o n  
o f  d i s g u s t  and um , th e  h y p o c r isy ,  the  h ypocrisy  o f  new spapers 
l i k e  th e  News o f  th e  World fo r  example, t h a t  a c t u a l l y  on ly  
s e l l  on th e  b a s i s  o f  th e  t i t i l l a t i o n  t h a t  they  r e p o r t ,  b u t  
r e p o r te d  i n  t h i s  o r c h e s t r a t e d ,  d is g u s te d  way -  i s n ' t  i t  
d r e a d f u l ,  h e r e ' s  a man in  a h igh  p o s i t i o n  w atch ing  b lu e  movies 
or som ething o f  th e  s o r t  and th e y  go i n t o  d e t a i l  abou t what 
th e  b lu e  movies a r e ,  so t h a t  people  w i l l  buy th e  paper  n ex t  
week. I t ' s  an i n c r e d i b l e  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  th e  um . u^m ., . I  
d o n ' t  r e a l l y  see  much d i f f e r e n c e  between um . . a t h l e t i c s ,  
you know th e  k ind  o f  prow ess ru n n in g  a  m ile  a  second s h o r t e r  
th an  somebody e l s e ,  o r  w inning a w orld  boxing  cham pionship , 
i t  seems to  me t h a t  th e y  a re  a l l  s u b s c r ib in g  to  th e  same 
e roneous  and m i s - d i r e c te d  v a lue  system , t h e y ' r e  a l l  k in d  o f  
g iv in g  peop le  th e  id e a  t h a t  you 've  go t to  a c h ie v e ,  y o u 'v e  
g o t to  be somebody, so um .  . I  t h in k  you know, th e  i s s u e s  
a re  a  b i t  deeper  th a n  j u s t  th e  v io le n c e  o f  th e  m a t t e r .
INTERVIEWER Would you say t h a t  th e  v io le n c e  i n  t e l e v i s i o n  programmes 
and say i n  th e  news and s p o r t s  l i k e  box ing  which a r e  f a i r l y  
v i o l e n t ,  a i d  v io le n c e  i n  home s i t u a t i o n s ?
B i l l I  suppose th e y  might do, one o f  th e  t r o u b l e s  abou t home 
s i t u a t i o n s  i s  t h a t  peop le  r e a l l y  f e e l  t r a p p e d ,  th e y  c a n ' t  
see how th e y  can g e t  o u t  o f  th e  s i t u a t i o n  and th e y  c a n ' t  
a c t u a l l y  s ta n d  th e  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  th e y  a r e  i n ,  and um . .  
um . .
INTERVIEWER I  suppose i t  a c t u a l l y  depends on the  fa m ily  s e t - u p ,  i f  one 
i s  very  s e l e c t i v e  i n  what one views, you cou ld  sw i tc h  o f f  
th in g s  t h a t  a re  too  v i o l e n t .
B i l l Well I 'm  a c t u a l l y .  . I 'm  r i d i c u l o u s l y  o p t i m i s t i c  about 
t e l e v i s i o n ,  ] alw ays assume th a t  programmes areCloing to  
g e t  b e t t e r ,  i t  n eve r  does and um . . I  f in d  m yself  w atch ing
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th in g s  l i k e  S ta rsk y  & Hutch and h a t in g  myself f o r  doing i t ,  
you Icnow, I  f in d  i t ' s  a kind od s p l i t  a t t e n t i o n  th in g ,  I  
wonder what the  h e l l  I 'm  do ing  w atching  an o th e r  dose of t h i s  
ru b b is h ,  b u t  I  go on w atch ing  i t ,  ( l a u g h te r )  i t ' s  a s o r t  
o f  d r e a d fu l  hypno tic  e f f e c t ,  um . . I  c e r t a i n l y  w o u ld n 't  
want to  blame t e l e v i s i o n  f o r  a l l  th e  a i lm e n ts  o f  th e  w orld ,
I  th in k  th e r e  a re  q u i t e  deep th in g s  t h a t  they  do, l i k e  g iv in g  
peop le  wrong views of  th e  w orld , b u t  um . . i f  f o r  example: 
a f r u s t r a t e d  husband w atches  a box ing  programme, i t ' s  no t 
obv ious  to  me, i n  s p i t e  o f  t h a t  r e s e a r c h  about teddy  b e a r s ,  
t h a t  he i s  more l i k e l y  to  thump h i s  w ife  t h a t  n ig h t ,  um . . 
i t ' s  j u s t  t h a t  um . . i t  seems to  me to  be a  v e ry  s t r a n g e  
th in g  f o r  humans to  do, i t ' s  l i k e  w atch ing  b u l l  f i g h t s ,  you 
know, I  always f e e l  much more w o r r ie d .  . a l o t  o f  peo p le  say 
"poor o ld  b u l l " ,  b u t ,  I  a c t u a l l y  f e e l  s o r ry  f o r  th e  humans who 
a c t u a l l y  f i n d  th a t  s o r t  o f  th in g  i n t e r e s t i n g .
INTERVIEWER I  must adm it t h a t  I  d id  f in d  b u l l  f i g h t i n g  q u i t e  i n t e r e s t i n g  
abou t t e n  y e a r s  ago, I  w atched about f i f t e e n  b u l l s  b e in g  
s la u g h te r e d  on a Sunday a f te rn o o n  i n  S p a in .
B i l l Yes w e l l  i t ' s  p a r t  o f  th e  s ta n d a rd  th in g  t h a t ' s  l a i d  on ou t 
t h e r e .  I  suppose t h a t  I  keep on coming back to  th e  same o ld  
p o i n t .  I  d o n ' t  t h in k  peop le  r e a l i s e  what th e s e  t h i n g s  do to  
them, i t ' s  a  v e ry  um . . b u t  um . . t h e r e  a r e  some th i n g s  
I  l i k e ,  I  o c c a s io n a l ly  w atch w r e s t l i n g  because  I  f i n d  i t  v e ry  
funny and th e y  o c c a s io n a l ly  h u r t  one a n o th e r  by m is ta k e .
INTERVIEWER Do you f in d  i t  g ro te sq u e?
-B i l l Oh y e s  i t  i s  g ro te s q u e ,  I  f in d  i t  g ro te sq u e  i n  a  funny s o r t  
o f  way a c t u a l l y ,  i t ' s  o b v io u s ly  a lm ost e n t i r e l y  s p u r io u s  
( la u g h in g )  th e y 'd  q u i t e  o b v io u s ly  k i l l  one a n o th e r  i f  th e y  
were p la y in g  i t  f o r  r e a l ,  so th e r e  must be a l l  s o r t s  o f  t h i n g s  
t h a t  a re  done which um . . i n  f a c t  you can see them som etim es, 
you can see  them s o r t  o f  p r e te n d in g  to  stamp on th e  o th e r  
p e r s o n 's  hand, and j u s t  m iss ing  because  they a rc  s o r t  of 
s tam ping w ith  t h e i r .  . w ith  the  fo o t  a t  about t h i r t y  d e g re e s  
from th e  f l o o r ,  a s  i t  comes down..
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INTERVIEWER R ight to  change the  s u b je c t  B i l l  , I  th in k  i t  was a t  the  
end o f  J u ly  or th e  b eg inn ing  of  August a fe l lo w  c ro s se d  the  
channe l u s in g  s o l a r  energy and a b a l lo o n ,  do you see b a l lo o n in g  
a s  a  form o f  t r a n s p o r t  in  th e  fu tu r e ?
B i l l I  c e r t a i n l y  c a n ' t  see b a l lo o n in g  a s  a  c o n v e n t io n a l  form o f 
t r a n s p o r t ,  i t ' s  too  u n r e l i a b l e ,  I  th in k  i t  must be a  very  
n ic e  ex p e r ien ce  and I  happen to  p la c e  a  h igh  v a lu e ,  most 
people  do on s i l e n c e ,  and one o f  th e  few hobb ies  t h a t  I  
though t I  would l i k e  to  ta k e  up from time to  t i m e , i s . g l i d i n g ,  
because  I t h i n k  t h a t  must be a  r e a l l y  b e a u t i f u l  e x p e r ien ce  
and um . . th e  sen so ry  ex p er ien ce  must be v e ry  n ic e  and th e  
s i l e n c e  must be sh e e r  b l i s s ,  b u t  c e r t a i n l y  a  way o f  g e t t i n g  
away from th e  tu r m o i l s ,  th e  c h a t t e r  o f  th e  every  day w orld ,  
so I  would a c t u a l l y  say t h a t  about b a l lo o n in g ,  I  may be q u i t e  
wrong o f  co u rs e ,  i t  may be t h a t  i f  you have a  ho t a i r  b a l lo o n  
then  i t ' s  one o f  t h e .  . i t  might be t e r r i b l y  n o is y  i f  y o u 'v e  
go t t h i s  um . . t h i s  um. . h o t  a i r  dev ice  b l a s t i n g  away in  
your l e f t  e a r  a l l  th e  t im e ,  so I  might be q u i t e  wrong a b o u t 
i t ,  b u t  um . . I  have t h i s  v i s io n  o f  b a l lo o n in g  a s  b e in g  
som ething v e ry  p e a c e fu l  and b e in g  a  n ic e  sen so ry  e x p e r ie n c e .
I f  t h a t  were th e  case  I  th in k  i t  must be q u i t e  a  n ic e  t h i n g  to  
do, q u i t e  a  n ic e  th in g  to  engage i n  b u t  um . . a p a r t  from 
t h a t  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  I  have an y th in g  to  say  about b a l lo o n in g  
a t  a l l ,  i t  would o th e rw ise  be j u s t  a n o th e r  hobby to  me and so 
once a g a in  I  would . . I  have some g e n e ra l  th in g s  I  co u ld  say  
about h o b b ie s ,  b u t  um . . which a re  r e a l l y  to  do w i th  t h i n g s  
l i k e  g e t t i n g  away from th e  tu rm o il  i n t o  a world  t h a t  you 
r e a l l y  f e e l  t h a t  you can c o n t r o l ,  a s  opposed to  a  w orld  which 
i s  a l l  th e  tim e th r e a t e n i n g  to  g e t  o u t  o f  hand, um . .  t h e  um. . 
th e  um . . I  suppose th e r e  may be o th e r  th in g s  about d i s t i n c t i c  
h o b b ie s ,  t h e r e ' s  alw ays something s p e c i a l  abou t a hobby l i k e  
b a l lo o n in g  w h ic h  i s n ' t  done by many o th e r  peop le  which i s  k in d  
o f  . . .  um . . i t ' s  always an i n t e r e s t i n g  t a l k i n g  p o i n t ,  I  c an '  
im a g in e  p e o p l e  b e i n g  t e r r i b l y  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t a l k i n g  a t  l e n g t l i
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w ith  peop le  who c o l l e c t  stam ps, bu t I  can imagine they  might 
be q u i t e  happy to  t a l k  a t  le n g th  to  someone who goes b a l lo o n in g  
because  th e r e  a re  a l l  s o r t s  o f  i n t e r e s t i n g  s t o r i e s ,  I  imagine 
b a l l o o n i s t s  must be q u i t e ,  q u i t e  um , , q u i t e  good w ith  
humorous a n ec d o te s  about where they  lan d  and what goes  wrong, 
because  I  do have a couple o f  f r i e n d s  who go b a l lo o n in g  and 
i t  seems a p r e t t y  h a i ry  s o r t  of game to  me, th e y  have to  be
fo llo w ed  by a motor c a r  a l l  th e  time and um . .  um . . th e r e
a r e  problem s about py lons  and c a b le s  looming up, problem s 
about where to  la n d  and so on, and so I  r e a l l y  c a n ' t  t h in k
o f  a n y th in g  e l s e  to  say about b a l lo o n s .
INTERVIEWER So o b v io u s ly  you d o n ' t  see i t  a s  a  form o f  t r a n s p o r t  i n  th e  
f u t u r e ,  i t ' s  m ere ly  a s  a  hobby o r  an i n t e r e s t ?
B i l l
INTERVIEWER
B i l l
No I  mean I  th in k  t h a t ,  I  th in k  t h a t  um - I  b e l i e v e  
t h a t  i t ' s  q u i t e  l i k e l y  t h a t  um . . t h a t ,  t h a t  th e s e  z e p p e l in s  
o r  w hateve r th e y  a r e  c a l l e d , oh h e l l  w h a t ' s  th e  name, you 
know th e s e  b ig  sausage th in g s
Well y o u ' r e  r i g h t  th e y  were c a l l e d  z e p p e l in s  o r i g i n a l l y
Yes I  th i n k  t h a t  might be r e h a b i l i t a t e d  i f  you cou ld  c o n s t r u c t  
them so th e y  a r e  n o t  f i l l e d  w ith  h ig h ly  flammable m a t e r i a l ,
I  t h i n k  t h a t  must be n ic e  a s  w e l l ,  b u t  I  c a n ' t  see  b a l lo o n in g  
b e in g  a n y th in g  o th e r  th a n  a  hobby i n  th e  y e a r s  to  come, b u t  
im agine i t  would be a very  n ic e  one.
INTERVIEWER
B i l l
The main i n t e r e s t  was th e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  used  s o l a r  energy  
c e l l s ,  o b v io u s ly  s o l a r  energy  has  caught on i n  th e  form 
o f  s o r t  o f  s o l a r  h e a t in g  up here  i n  M ilton  Keynes, a r e  you 
i n t e r e s t e d  in  t h i s  a l t e r n a t i v e  form o f  te ch n o lo g y .
Yes I  d o n ' t  know how r e l i a b l e  i t  i s ,  um . . I  mean th e  p o in t  
about b a l lo o n in g  th e  way I  u nders tand  i t ,  p e rh ap s  I 'm  j u s t  
p l a in  wrong because  I h a v e n ' t  got a l l  t h a t  much i n s i d e  in fo rm ­
a t i o n ,  my u n d e rs ta n d in g  ol' b a l lo o n in g  i s  th a t  i t ' s  no t v c r \
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r e l i a b l e  because  y o u 'r e  very  much a t  the  mercy o f  the  twrf 
th e  wind i s  go ing , ( l a u g h te r )  so I  d o n ' t  see much p o in t  i n  
c l a b b e r in g  i n t o  a b a l lo o n  to  g e t  from London to  s o r t  o f  
Birmingham i f  the  wind i s  l i k e l y  to  change h a l f  way th rough  
th e  jo u rn e y ,  seems to  me th a t  i t  c o u l d n ' t  co n ce iv ab ly  be a 
r e l i a b l e  form o f  t r a n s p o r t .  The whole p o in t  about b a l lo o n in g  
a s  a hobby i s  t h a t  i s  p a r t  o f  th e  enjoyment, you n ev e r  know 
where y o u ' r e  go ing  to  end up. On th e  m a t te r  o f  s o l a r  c e l l s ,
I  t h in k  th e r e  a re  l o t s  o f  th e se  energy c o n s e rv a t io n  d e v ic e s  
which lo o k  q u i t e  p ro m is in g ,  I ' d  be i n t e r e s t e d  to  know how 
prom is ing  th e y  a re  a c t u a l l y  because i t  does r e q u i r e  a g r e a t  
d e a l  o f  energy  to  a c t u a l l y  produce th e  s o l a r  c e l l s ,  th e n  i t  
r e q u i r e s  energy  to  make th e  b a l lo o n s ,  i t  r e q u i r e s  energy  to  
c o n s t r u c t  them and so on and I  d o n ' t  t h in k  th e s e  energy  
e q u a t io n s  a re  ever  p r o p e r ly  worked o u t ,  peop le  w i l l  say  f o r  
example t h a t  th e  b ic y c l e  i s  very  economic w ith  energy  b u t  
you a c t u a l l y  c a n ' t  r i d e  a  b ic y c le  excep t on a  v e ry  f l a t  
p r e f e r a b l y  paved s u r f a c e ,  so you 've  go t to  have energy  to  
produce th e  c o n c re te  and to  l a y  i t  and so on and so f o r t h ,  
and I f  you ta k e  a l l  th o se  th in g s  in ,  i t  may be t h a t  you 
a r e  u s in g  up a  trem endous amount o f  energy  to  p ro v id e  p eo p le  
w ith  b i c y c l e s  and um . . .  I  d o n ' t  t h in k  th e s e  energy  e q u a t ­
io n s  have been  done, where th e y  have been done i n c i d e n t a l l y  
th e y  show r a t h e r  c u r io u s  r e s u l t s .  P e t e r  Chapman i n  th e  
e n e r ^  r e s e a r c h  departm ent has  shown to  h i s  s a t i s f a c t i o n  
anyway, t h a t  you g e t  l e s s  energy  ou t o f  a  n u c le a r  power 
s t a t i o n  th a n  you a c t u a l l y  pu t i n  to  b u i l d  i t  and by th e  tim e 
you a c t u a l l y  p ro c e s s  th e  uranium s h a le  and t r a n s p o r t e d  i t  
a l l  o f  which c o s t s  energy ,  th e  time you have expended enormous 
amounts o f  energy  on b u i ld in g  n u c le a r  power s t a t i o n s  i t s e l f  
and th e  f u r t h e r  energy  on run n in g  th e  th in g  hav ing  r e g a r d  to  
th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  n u c le a r  power s t a t i o n  on ly  ap p e a rs  to  have 
about a  f i f t e e n  y e a r  l i f e ,  um . . he c a l c u l a t e s  t h a t  you end 
up g e t t i n g  l e s s  energy  ou t th an  you had a c t u a l l y  e v e r  p u t  i n .  
But t h a t  might be th e  case  alw ays, i t ' s  n o t  obv ious  t o  me how 
yon can ever  have a n y th in g  which g iv e s  ou t more energy  th a n  
you pu t i n ,  so I  j u s t  d o n ' t  know how th e  e q u a t io n  would work
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THIRD WORLD 
INTERVIEWER
o u t ,  o r  liow v a lu a b le  they  a r e .
O.K. thanlcG B i l l  I ' l l  j u s t  tu r n  over the  ta p e .
R ight to  change th e  s u b je c t ,  have you got any id e a s  
about th e  development o f  the  t h i r d  world p o l i t i c a l l y  and 
econom ica lly?
B i l l Not r e a l l y ,  I  suppose I  am. . I  mean th e  f i r s t  t h in g  to  say 
i s  t h a t  I  d o n ' t  r e a l l y  know much about th e  t h i r d  world  o r  
what i s  go ing  on. The b i t s  t h a t  I  have re a d  make me on 
th e  g e n e ra l  p r i n c i p l e  r a t h e r  s u s p ic io u s ,  i t  seems to  me t h a t  
t h e r e  a r e  a  l o t  o f  peop le  t r y i n g  to  s o r t  o f  muscle i n  on th e
h e lp  f o r  th e  t h i r d  w orld , w ith  a  view to  making a d r i l l i n g  o f
some k in d ,  e i t h e r  e x t r a c t i n g  th e  m in e ra l  r e s o u r c e s  from the  
c o u n t ry , o r  a l t e r n a t i v e l y  s e l l i n g  t h e i r  te ch n o lo g y  o r  t h e i r
s e r v i c e s  i n  some f a s h io n ,  um • . I  d id  fo l lo w  a t  one tim e
a k in d  o f  a ' s m a l l  i s  b e a u t i f u l ' s t u f f  o f  Shomarker and o th e r s  
and I  d id  s u sp e c t  t h a t  th e r e  a r e  a l l  s o r t s  o f  t h i n g s  t h a t  
cou ld  be done f o r  th e  r e a l l y  under developed  c o u n t r i e s  which - 
would be a  l o t  more s e n s ib le  th a n  .um . . th e  t h i n g s  t h a t  a re  
b e in g  done by th e s e  s o r t  o f  s e l f - a p p o i n t e d  d o -g o o d ers ,  so 
I  am a  b i t  s u s p ic io u s  about th e  whole th i n g  um . .  t h e r e  
seems to  me to  be a  g e n e ra l  assum ption  t h a t  th e  way to  develop  
th e  t h i r d  w orld  i s  to  make i t  more l i k e  England th a n  th e  
B r i t i s h  I s l e s  ( l a u g h te r )  and um . • i f  t h a t  was th e  o b j e c t iv e  
I ' d  have a  few w o r r ie s  about t h a t  a s  w e l l ,  um . .
INTERVIEWER By d o -gooders  do you mean um . . o r g a n i s a t i o n s  l i k e  Oxfam, 
Tear Fund i s  i t ?
B i l l Yes I  th i n k  a  l o t  o f  i t  . .  th e r e  a r e  th e  b u s in e s s  men o f  
c o u rse ,  t h e r e  a re  p o l i t i c i a n s  t h a t  want a  s l i c e  o f  th e  a c t i o n  
f o r  a l l  s o r t s  o f  r e a s o n s  and p o l i t i c i a n s  u s u a l l y  have q u i t e  
s t r o n g  a s s o c i a t i o n s  w ith  b u s in e s s  men, commercial o r g a n i s a t i o n s ,  
t h e y ' r e  o f t e n  d i r e c t o r s  o r  a d v i s o r s ,  so th ey  a re  k in d  o f  
p u t t i n g  b u s in e s s  i n  th e  way o f  th e se  p e o p le ,  so t h e r e  may be 
a l j  s o r t s  o f  p e rso n a l  agendas of p r i v a t e  ga in  and so on, for- 
h o ld in g  p i l i t i c a l  m eetings  w ith  a view to  t r y i n g  to  h e lp  out 
th e  t h i r d  world under the  c e r t a i n  c i rc u m s ta n c e s .  Then th e re
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a l l  th e  m iss io n a ry  ty p e s  -  th e  Oxfam ty p e s ,  m i s s io n a r i e s  
who a re  convinced t h a t  th e re  a re  s o u ls  who need to  be saved . 
I 'm  no t q u i t e  sure  what Oxfam i s  ab o u t .  I ' v e  never been 
r e a l l y  c l e a r ,  I  mean I  know what they  a re  supposed to  be 
a b o u t ,  t h e y ' r e  supposed to  be about p ro v id in g  minimum a id  
to  th e  um . . the  most needy in  te rm s o f  g iv in g  them enough 
food to  keep them above the  s t a r v a t i o n  l e v e l  and enough 
c l o th e s  to  keep them warm and so on, um . . t h e r e ' s  an 
enormous amount o f  c o r r u p t io n  a s s o c ia t e d  w ith  t h a t  a p p a r ­
e n t l y ,  whenever goods re a c h  th e se  o th e r  c o u n t r i e s  t h e r e  a re  
alw ays people  who p ic k  o f f  th e  s t u f f  t h a t  i s  worth  hav ing  
and i t  i s  no t a t  a l l  obv ious t h a t  th e  . . t h a t  more th a n  a 
sm a ll  p e rc e n ta g e  o f  th e  a id  a c t u a l l y  r e a c h e s  th e  peop le  
who most need i t ,  b u t  um . . th e r e  a r e  l o t s  o f  w orthy  . - - 
i t  sounds v e ry  c y n ic a l  to  say t h i s ,  b u t  t h e r e  a re  l o t s  . . 
i t  seems to  me th e r e  a r e  no sh o r ta g e  o f  w orthy c a u s e s ,  b u t  
one r e a l l y  needs  to  a sk  w hether t h e y ' r e  th e  t h i n g s  t h a t  m a t te r  
m ost, I  mean, i t  might w e ll  be a  w orthy cause to  promote 
v e g e ta r ia n i s m  o r  th e  a b o l i t i o n s  o f  ex p er im en ts  on a n im a ls  and 
so on, b u t  um , you know one can see t h a t  th e s e  a r e  w orthy  
c a u se s  i n  some se n se ,  b u t  i n  a n o th e r  sense  i t  co u ld  be 
f i d d l i n g  w h ile  Rome i s  b u rn in g ,  i t ' s  j u s t  n o t  a t t e n d i n g  to  
th e  t h i n g s  t h a t  m a t te r  most, so th e r e  may be peo p le  who have 
g iv e n  t h e i r  whole l i v e s  to  c e r t a i n  good c a u s e s ,  l i k e  n o t  
k i l l i n g  fo x e s ,  um b u t  um « « I  have mixed f e e l i n g s  abou t 
um , you know w hether t h a t  would be a  l i f e  t h a t  was w e l l  
spe 'n t.  There a r e  a  l o t  o f  th in g s  t h a t  happen i n  so c a l l e d  
p r i m i t i v e  s o c i e t i e s  and un -deve loped  s o c i e t i e s ,  t h a t  seem 
to  me to  be v e ry  much b e t t e r  th a n  what happens i n  th e  w e s t ,  
th e  pace o f  l i f e  i s  much more l e i s u r e l y  f o r  a  s t a r t ,  and um 
im m edia te ly  you s t a r t  t i n k e r i n g  w ith  um . . w i th  t h e  system  
and t r y i n g  to  develop  i t ,  t h a t  u s u a l l y  means i n d u s t r i a l i s a t i o n  
in  most p e o p l e ' s  e y es ,  and th en  you g e t  c i t i e s ,  slum s and 
b r o t h e l s  and p r o s t i t u t e s  and th a t  s o r t  o f  t h i n g ,  and i t  
happens tim e and tim e ag a in  when you t r y  to  i n d u s t r i a l i s e  
th e se  um . .  under developed c o u n t r i e s  a l l  s o r t s  o f  t h i n g s  
go wrong and peop le  j u s t  d o n ' t  urn . appear on th e  whole lo eu.
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any b o t t e r  o f f .
INTERVIEWER In  a c t u a l  f a c t  i t  w o u ld n 't  n e c e s s a r i l y  be wise to  change 
t h e i r  whole c u l t u r a l  s e t  up in  some o f  th e se  c o u n t r i e s ?
B i l l No I  d o n ' t  th in k  so t h e r e ' s  um . .
INTERVIEWER T h ey 're  c r e a t in g  more problem s in  a c t u a l  f a c t ?
B i l l Yes I  th in k  in  th e  v e ry  a t tem p t to  c r e a te  o rd e r  peop le  th e n  
c r e a te  d i s o r d e r ,  b u t  um . . um . . and th e re  te n d s  to  be 
a  whole l o t  o f  mixed m o tives ,  some peop le  a re  j u s t  i n  i t  f o r  
what th e y  can g e t  ou t o f  i t ,  a  Nobel p r i z e  o r  um . .
INTERVIEWER Are you r e f e r r i n g  to  Mother Therese o f  what? C a l c u t t a  o r  
som ething l i k e  t h i s ?
B i l l Well y es  I  d o n ' t  suppose t h a t  she was i n  i t  f o r  th e  Nobel p r i z e  
a c t u a l l y ,  um . . t h e r e  a re  some Nobel p r i z e s  t h a t  seem to  be 
g iv en  v e ry  e a s i l y  l i k e  th e  one t h a t  was c o l l e c t e d  by t h a t  I r i s h  
woman who s o r t  o f  s e t  up t h i s  peace movement i n  N o rth e rn  
I r e l a n d ,
INTERVIEWER Oh y e s  s h e ' s  q u i t e  young, s h e ' s  i n  h e r  mid tw e n t i e s  . .
B i l l Heaven knows why th e y  gave th e  peace p r i z e  t o  Begin  and 
h i s  l i t t l e  . .
INTERVIEWER B e rn a d e t te  D ev lin  y o u ' r e  t a l k i n g  about
B i l l No no, B e rn a d e t te  D ev lin  i s  a  p o l i t i c i a n  i s n ' t  she?
INTERVIEWER Yes s h e ' s  now m a rr ied  now s h e ' s  . . .
B i l l No no t h i s  was some housew ife in  I r e l a n d  who s t a r t e d  some 
peace movement and um . . p icked  up a Nobel p r i z e  and abou t 
tw elve months VAT ( l a u g h t e r ) .  I t ' s  a r a t h e r  r i d i c u l o u s  award 
anyway the  Nobel p r i z e  bu t um . .
INTERVIEWER You'd b e t t e r  l e t  me know her name and a d d re s s  ( l a u g h t e r )
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i 3 i i ; i Y es  w e l l ,  I  mean she j u s t  became an eye c a tc h e r ,  t h a t  
was o b v io u s ly  j u s t  a p o l i t i c a l  award j u s t  a s  the award o f  
Begin and S a d a t ' s  Nobel p r iz e  was, I  suppose they  f e l t  t h a t  
th e r e  might be a s t r o n g e r  m o t iv a t io n  fo r  them to  keep th e  
peace i f  they  got th e  p r i z e ,  b u t  i t  d i d n ' t  work ou t t h a t  
way, th e y  j u s t  pocketed  th e  money. Um . . now where were 
we -  th e  t h i r d  w orld .
INTERVIEWER Well j u s t  a l t e r i n g  th e  c u l t u r a l  p a t t e r n s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  
c o u n t r i e s ,  o r  even t r y i n g  to  i n d u s t r i a l i s e  them f o r  
example might j u s t  be a drop i n  th e  ocean.
B i l l Yes you see  t h e r e ' s  a  book t h a t  came ou t r e c e n t l y ,  I  f o r g e t  
th e  name o f  i t ,  i t  was about th e  Mayans i n  South  America, 
MAYANS and th e r e  a r e  l i t t l e  p o ck e ts  o f  th e s e  t h a t  r e t a i n  a 
v e ry  s im p le ,  c i v i l i s e d ,  d i g n i f i e d  l i f e  um .  .  you know more 
o r  l e s s  i n  th e  backwoods and um . . i t ' s  i n t e r e s t i n g ,  i t  
d e s c r ib e s  i n  some s o r t  o f  d e t a i l  th e  way i n  which th e y  have 
managed to  p re s e rv e  t h i s  very  easy  go ing  c i v i l i s e d  c u l t u r e  
i n  th e  fa c e  o f  more and more i n d u s t r i a l i s a t i o n  and um . . 
i t ' s  um . - i t ' s  a  v e ry  moot p o in t  w hether th e s e  a t t e m p ts  
to  develop  th e  t h i r d  w o rld ,  a c t u a l l y  do them more harm th a n  
good, I  s u sp e c t  th e y  do on th e  whole.
HUNGER STRIKERS
INTERVIEWER Something d i f f e r e n t ,  I  expec t  you remember th e  hunger 
s t r i k e r s  on hunger s t r i k e  i n  th e  Maize p r i s o n  i n  B e l f a s t ,  
um . . th e y  were s t r i k i n g  i n  o rd e r  to  g e t  p o l i t i c a l  re c o g n ­
i t i o n ,  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s ,  um . . have you g o t  any v iew s abou t 
th e  hunger s t r i k e ?
B i l l W ell,  no t r e a l l y  excep t t h a t  I  see i t  a s  th e  same k in d  o f  
e x h o r ta t iv e  game t h a t  goes on um . . i t ' s  n o t  u n l i k e ,  i n  te rm s 
of my g e n e ra l  image, o f  what goes on i n  th e s e  s i t u a t i o n s  where 
th e re  i s  a s o r t  o f  jo c k e y in g  f o r  p o s i t i o n  and p o l i t i c a l  
advantage and s o r t  o f  b r in g in g  p r e s s u r e s  to  um . . e s t a b l i s h : j  
p re s s u re  g roups ,  b r in g in g  p re s s u re s  to  b e a r  on v a r io u s  p e o p le ,  
i t  seems to  me to  be j u s t  an o th e r  example o f  th e  s o r t s  o f
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t h in g s  th a t  a rc  going on in  Poland, and the  s o r t s  o f  th in g s  
th a t  a re  going  on in  the  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  i t  a c t u a l l y ,  i t ' s  
urn . . you know as  I  s a id  b e fo re  th e  um . . the  um . the  
d e t a i l s  o f  i t ,  d o n ' t  seem to  me to  s o r t  o f  m a t te r  ve ry  
much, th ey  o b v io u s ly  m a t te r  to  th e  peop le  who d ie d .  I 'm  not 
s u g g e s t in g
INTERVIEWER Ten o f  them I  th in k
B i l l Yes t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  um . . .  b u t  I  mean th e y  would, th e y  seem 
to  me to  be v e ry  much pawns i n  a game and th ey  may i n  f a c t ,  
have been um . . what one r e a l l y  d o e s n ' t  know why th e y  d id  
i t ,  o r  why i t  was t h a t  th e y  k ep t  on do ing  i t  u n t i l  th e y  d ie d ,  
presum ably t h e r e  were a l l  s o r t s  o f  p ressu res  p u t  upon them, 
a l th o u g h  I  th i n k  i t ' s  t r u e  to  say t h a t  when y o u 'v e  s topped  
e a t in g  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  p e r io d  o f  t im e , i t  becomes v e ry  easy  
no t to  e a t  t h e r e a f t e r  because  you lo s e  i n t e r e s t  i n  food ,
I  th i n k  you f e e l  ra v e n o u s ly  hungry f o r  a week o r  two and 
th en  th e  f e e l i n g  g o e s ,y o u ' r e j u s t  g r a d u a l ly  d e b i l i t a t e d  and 
a c t u a l l y  your r e s i s t a n c e  b e g in s  to  d e t e r i o r a t e  um . .
INTERVIEWER Well th e y  went f o r  p e r io d s  o f  about was i t  f i f t y  s i x  
o r  s i x t y  one days som ething l i k e  t h a t .
B i l l Yes som ething l i k e  t h a t  because  th e y  were tsdcing w a te r  you 
se e ,  th e y  were ta k in g  w a te r  b u t  no t food , i f  th e y  h a d n ' t  
tak en  w a te r  e i t h e r  they  would have gone v e ry  much q u ic k e r .  
Presumably th e y  were i n v i t e d  to  ta k e  w a te r  j u s t  to  g e t  th e  
maximum m ileage  ou t o f  th e  p u b l i c i t y .  Um . . I  t h i n k  i t ' s  
p r e t t y  h o r r i f i c  t h a t  peop le  g e t  t r e a t e d  i n  t h a t  way, b u t  
um . .  I  t h in k  i t ' s  p r e t t y  h o r r i f i c  th e  way th e  mass o f  th e  
peop le  t r e a t  most peop le  um . . i t  j u s t  happens t o  end i n  
the  d e a th  o f  somebody b u t  i t  could  j u s t  a s  e a s i l y  end i n  
the  im prisonm ent o r  c h a r a c te r  a s s a s s i n a t i o n  and so on, t h e r e  
a re  a l l  s o r t s  o f  ways o f  um . dem olish ing  th e  o p p o s i t i o n ,  
dem olish ing  peop le  g e n e r a l ly  in  a s o c i e t y  t h a t ' s  p r e t t y  
demented.
INTERVIEWER In  a c t u a l  f a c t  some of t h e i r  demands have been met h a v e n ' t  they '
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INTERVIEWER I  d o n ' t  th in k  they  have in  a c t u a l  f a c t  been g iven p o l i t i c a l  
s t a t u s .
B i l l Yes I  mean th e r e  w i l l  um . . they  h a v e n ' t  been g iven  p o l i t i c a l  
s t a t u s ,  I  t h in k  i f  I  remember r i g h t l y  some o f  th e  d e t a i l s ,  
t h a t  th ey  were a llow ed to  wear c i v i l i a n  c lo th e s  and so th e r e  
have been l i t t l e  c o n c e ss io n s  o f  v a r io u s  k in d s  b u t  um . . 
b u t  one d o e s n ' t  r e a l l y  know, one c a n ' t  r e a l l y  know what i s  
go ing  on beh ind  th e  sc e n e s ,  th e re  may be some re a s o n  t h a t  
M argaret T ha tche r  & Co wanted to  do some s o r t  o f  d e a l  w ith  
th e  I r i s h  government and one d o e s n ' t  know w hether i t ' s  any­
th in g  to  do w ith  t h a t ,  um . . One a l s o  knows t h a t  t h e r e  were 
v a r io u s  peop le  l i k e  Kennedy i n  America who were g e t t i n g  
f r o th e d  up about th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  N orthern  I r e l a n d ,  so t h e r e  
may be o th e r  problem s o f  t h a t  k ind  which l e d  p o l i t i c i a n s  
to  th i n k  th e y  might make th e  odd c o n ce ss io n ,  and so i t  may 
have done some good, i t ' s  j u s t  a  c razy  way o f  go ing  on r e a l l y .  
Um . . a s  I  s a id  b e fo re  I  r e g a rd  th e  .  .  I  te n d  to  have a 
d i f f e r e n t  view about t h i s  from most peop le  because  peo p le  
a rgue  abou t th e  p r o ' s  and cons o f  you know P r o t e s t a n t s  and 
C a t h o l i c s  and so on
INTERVIEWER Yes t h a t ' s  r i g h t  th e  r e l i g i o u s  argument
B i l l And um .  .  my s ta n c e  h e re  i s  t h a t  any k in d  o f  id e o lo g y ,  
w hether  i t  be r e l i g i o u s  o r  p o l i t i c a l  i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  d i v i s i v e ,  
so why peo p le  a re  a rg u in g  th e  t o s s  abou t w hether th e  C a t h o l i c s  
have go t a  b e t t e r  case  th a n  th e  P r o t e s t a n t s ,  I  te n d  to  th i n k  
t h a t  i t ' s  r e l i g i o n  p e r  s e t h a t ' s  cau s in g  th e  t r o u b l e .  Like 
th e  s i m i l a r  s o r t  o f  t r o u b le  when peop le  argue i n  th e  O.U. 
abou t th e  t o r y  government and th e  s o c i a l i s t s ,  w h ile  someone 
i s  t r y i n g  to  convivce me t h a t  th e  s o c i a l i s t  p o l i c y  i s  b e t t e r  
th a n  th e  t o r y  p o l i c y  I 'm  p r i v a t e l y  th in k in g  "w e ll  r e a l l y  w h a t ' s  
wrong, a l l  th e  d i v i s i o n s  i n  the  w orld  a re  p r e c i s e l y  b ecause  
p o l i t i c s  a re  around and r e l i g i o u s  id eo lo g y  -  ism s o f  ev e ry  
k ind"  any k ind o f  isn; or o logy act r a l l y  i s  a p o t e n t i a l  sou rce  
of d i v i s i o n  and c o n f l i c t  and when you g e t  the  k in d  of l e a d e r  
l i k e  P a i s l e y  who can c r e a te  r e a l  mass h y s t e r i a ,  y o u ' r e  in
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double t r o u b le  because you a rc  in  to  t h i s  e s c a l a t i n g  
th in g  ag a in  and y o u 'r e  i n t o  the  s o r t  o f  s i t u a t i o n  where 
peop le  f e e l  t h a t  they c a n ' t  b a c k t ra c k  w ith o u t lo s in g  
f a c e .  T h a tc h e r 's  e x a c t ly  th e  same s i t u a t i o n ,  she f e e l s  
t h a t  though she might be s u f f i c i e n t l y  b ig g o ted  to  b e l i e v e  
t h a t  h e r  p o l i c y  r e a l l y  i s  going  to  work in  the  long  run  i f  
she t r i e s  h a rd  enough, b u t  you can nev e r  t e l l  I  mean a l l  th e .  
r e a l l y  t h e r e ' s  no p o in t  i n  t r y i n g  to  t e l l ,  th e  on ly  th in g  you 
can do i s  to  c a l l  a t t e n t i o n  to  th e se  g e n e ra l  s o r t s  o f  te n d ­
e n c i e s  and see t h a t  t h i s  i s  y e t  a n o th e r  example o f  i t .
HOBBIES
INTERVIEWER Have you g o t  any hob b ie s  B i l l  , o r  p a s t im e s  which you 
in d u lg e  i n  o u ts id e  o f  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ?
B i l l UM. . I  d o n ' t  r e a l l y  have any h o b b ie s  a t  th e  moment, I  
h a v e n ' t  had what I  would c a l l  a  r e a l  hobby f o r  y e a r s .  When 
I  was a k id  I  was a  demonic ch ess  p la y e r  and I  composed 
ch ess  problem s a s  w e l l ,  I  composed s e v e r a l  hundred ch e ss  
problem s which appeared  i n  v a r io u s  new spapers from th e  age 
o f  abou t t h i r t e e n  onwards and um . . I  came second i n  th e  
B r i t i s h  boys c h ess  cham pionship when I  was about s i x t e e n  o r  
sev e n te e n  and um . . I  r e a l l y  abandoned i t  round abou t th e  
age o f  tw en ty  two because  I  r e a l i s e d  t h a t  i t  was j u s t  too  
tim e consuming t h a t  um .  . i t ' s  th e  s o r t  o f  th in g ,  i t ' s  a  
b i t  l i k e  t e n n i s  you know you go on knocking  ab o u t ,  b u t  i f  
you d ec id e  t h a t  you want to  be good i t  j u s t  o cc u p ie s  your 
tim e t o t a l l y  and I  th in k  i t  was P o l l i e r  who s a id  t h a f ' t h e r e  
a r e  peop le  who have problem s and th e r e  a re  problem s who have 
peop le"  I  th in k  i t ' s  v e ry  easy  f o r  h o b b ie s  to  a lm o s t ta k e  
you over a lm ost com ple te ly  and um . . i f  you want t o  g iv e  
your l i f e  to  t h a t  s o r t  o f  a c t i v i t y  th e n  t h a t ' s  f i n e ,  nowdays 
o f  c o u rs e ,  i t  i s  p o s s ib le  i f  you a re  a good ch ess  p l a y e r  to  
make a f a i r l y  r e a s o n a b le  l i v i n g  ou t o f  i t ,  you can a c t  a s  a 
ch ess  coach and you can g e t  p a id  f o r  d e m o n s t ra t io n s ,  d i s p l a y s  
in  p u b l i c  and you can g e t  p.'ud fo r  r u n n i r r  ch ess  columns
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and w r i t i n g  chess  books, so th e r e  a re  about twenty or 
t h i r t y  people  in  t h i s  coun try  who make a rea so n ab le  l i v i n g  
out o f  i t  and q u i t e  an en jo y ab le  one, th e re  a re  s e v e r a l  
chess  c o r re sp o n d e n ts  i n  th e  um . . a t  th e  world championship 
matches i n  Merano r i g h t  now um , so um . i t ' s  a f a s c i n a t i n g  
game -  ch ess  and um- . I  s t i l l  p la y  f r i e n d l y  games from time 
to  t im e ,  b u t  I  s topped  p la y in g  tournam ent games y e a r s  ago, 
um . . I  t h in k  one o f  the  a t t r a c t i o n s  o f  hobb ies  a s  I  remarked 
e a r l i e r ,  i s  t h a t  th ey  a c t u a l l y  g e t  you away from the  tu rm o i l  
of l i f e ,  i t  might be dom estic  tu rm o i l  o r  i t  might be work 
tu rm o i l ,  o r  you know, i t  might be th e  case no t d i s s im i la r  
from someone going  o f f  to  th e  pub to  g e t  sway from th e  w ife  
and k id s ,  t h e r e ' s  j u s t  so much u p ro a r  th e y  have to  g e t  away, 
b u t  t h e r e ' s  something s p e c i a l  about h o b b ie s ,  though i t  seems 
to  me t h a t  th e y  enab le  you to  g e t  th e  ex p e r ien ce  o f  what 
I  c a l l  c o n t r o l l e d  n o v e l ty ,  t h a t  i f  you have a  hobby l i k e  
ch ess  o r  stamp c o l l e c t i n g  o r  underw ate r  um . . u nderw ate r  
d iv in g  o r  b a l lo o n in g  o r  w hateve r ,  o r  even going to  th e  t h e a t r e ,  
i t  seems to  me t h a t  you r e p e a te d ly  g e t  the  enjoyment o f  new 
e x p e r ie n c e s ,  you can alw ays p e rc e iv e  som ething n o v e l ,  and th e  
r e a so n  one goes on p la y in g  ch ess  and making ch ess  p rob lem s i s  
t h a t  you see  new w r in k le s  a l l  th e  tim e and th e  r e a s o n  t h a t  
you keep on going  to  th e  b a l l e t  i s  because  you g e t  a  s l i g h t l y  
d i f f e r e n t  e x p e r ien ce  each t im e ,  so you keep on g e t t i n g  th e  
enjoyment o f  nove l e x p e r ie n c e s  b u t  i t ' s  never th e  s o r t  o f  
n o v e l ty  t h a t ' s  f r i g h t e n in g  o r  g e t t i n g  o u t  o f  hand, so y o u ' r e  
l e a r n in g  i n  a  n o n - f r ig h te n in g  s i t u a t i o n ,  y o u ' r e  l e a r n i n g  a l l  
th e  t im e ,  um . . under c i rc u m s ta n c e s  which a re  e s s e n t i a l l y  
e n jo y a b le  and n o n - th r e a te n in g  and n o n -c o e rc iv e , I  t h i n k  t h a t ' s  
one o f  th e  th in g s  about h o b b ie s  t h a t  r e a l l y  g e t s  p e o p le ;  
i t  c e r t a i n l y  i s  t r u e  f o r  example: o f  g a rd en in g ,  I  mean p eo p le  
c e r t a i n l y  do g e t  t e r r i b l y  r a t t y  i f  th e  f r o s t  g e t s  t h e i r  
f a v o u r i t e  r o s e s ,  b u t  a t  th e  same time th e y  w i l l  blame them­
s e lv e s ,  I  mean e s s e n t i a l l y ,  w h a t ' s  happening  i f  y o u 'v e  g o t  
a geirden, i s  t h a t  you keep on g e t t i n g  th e  enjoyment o f  new 
e x p e r ie n c e s ,  you p ic k  up new t i p s ,  new ways o f  growing t h i n g s ,  
new ways o f  p r o t e c t i n g  p l a n t s ,  th e i - e 's  something new happen ing
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a l l  th e  time and i t ' s  happening in  an environment which 
i s  never th r e a te n i n g  because you f e e l  y o u 'r e  in  charge of 
i t  j u s t  because  i t  i s  your hobby, you a c t u a l l y  know about 
c h e ss ,  you a c t u a l l y  know about g a rd en in g ,  you a c t u a l l y  know 
about the  b a l l e t ,  and th e  o th e r  th in g  about hobb ies  of 
c o u rse ,  i s  t h a t  i t  g e t s  you i n t o  an a l t e r n a t i v e  s o c i a l  
system , so t h a t  you a c t u a l l y  meet d i f f e r e n t  p e o p le .  1 do 
happen to  th in k  t h a t  th e r e  i s  a d i f f e r e n c e  between what 
1 c a l l  a one s u b je c t  man and a tv/o s u b je c t  man, um - .one 
o c c a s io n a l ly  e n c o u n te r s  a m athem atic ian  who j u s t  knows 
n o th in g  ex ce p t  m athem atics  and he o f t e n  seems to  me to  be 
a v e ry  inw ard  lo o k in g  i n d i v id u a l ,  w hereas i f  you f in d  
someone who i s  a  m a them atic ian  and a l s o  a  good v i o l i n i s t  
i t  seems to  be a  p e rso n  o f  a com ple te ly  d i f f e r e n t  c a l i b r e ,  
and 1 th i n k  one r e a so n  f o r  t h i s  i s  t h a t  you r e a l l y  need 
a t  l e a s t  two d i f f e r e n t  s o c i a l  env ironm ents  i n  o rd e r  to  be 
a  s o r t  o f  i n t e r e s t i n g  f u l l e r  p e rs o n .  I n  th e  case  o f  c h ess  
f o r  example : a f t e r  I  p u b l i sh e d  my f i r s t  few problem s in  
th e  Evening News a t  th e  age o f  t h i r t e e n  I  go t a  l i t t l e  
l e t t e r  from th e  s e c r e t a r y  o f  th e  l o c a l  ch ess  c lub  say in g  
would I  l i k e  to  go a lo n g ,  and I  was q u i t e  overawed by t h i s  
and he was a  n ic e  man, he met me w ith  a  v e ry  p a t r o n i s i n g  
lo o k  on h i s  f a c e ,  and s a id  "w e ll  l e t ' s  have a  game son" ,  
so I  s o r t  o f  s a t  down e x p e c t in g  to  be dem olished v e ry  
q u ic k ly  and I  b e a t  him i n  about tw enty  moves, and I  saw 
him s o r t  o f  shake h i s  head "yes  y o u ' r e  q u i t e  good. I ' l l  have 
to  ta k e  you s e r io u s ly "  and I  b e a t  him a g a in ,  and t h i s  happened 
I  a c t u a l l y  went around th e  whole damned c lub  and th e r e  was 
on ly  one p e rso n  I  c o u l d n ' t  b e a t  and I  was a s to n i s h e d  by t h i s  
because  um . . th e y  were q u i t e  e l d e r l y  p e o p le ,  I  mean o f  
c o u rs e ,  when y o u ' r e  t h i r t e e n  everyone over tw enty  was o ld ,  
b u t  my r e c o l l e c t i o n  i s  o f  peop le  k ind  of s o r t  o f  f o r t y ,  f i f t y ,  
s i x t y  in  th e  club  and th e y  had been going  to  th e  c lub  f o r  
y e a r s  and th ey  had o b v io u s ly  never got b e t t e r ,  so I  was a c tu a l ly  
v e ry  p u zz led  by t h i s  phenomenon and um . .  b u t  i t  go t me i n t o  
a  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  envii 'onm ent, Uiera war'  Hie s c h o o l  e n v i ro n -
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ment and th e re  was t h i s  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  w orld o f ch ess  
p la y e r s  and um . . one th in g  th a t  happens o f c o u rse , i s  
th a t  you f in d  y o u r s e lf  e x p la in in g  one w orld to  th e  o th e r  
w orld , you f in d  y o u rs e lf  ta lk in g  to  th e  ch ess  p la y e r s  
about s c h o o l, and to  your s c h o o lf r ie n d s  about ch ess  and 
um . . i t  seems to  me th a t  t h i s  must c r e a te  a c e r t a in  
k in d  o f b a la n c e  um . . so I  th in k  th a t  nowdays I  would 
say th a t  my hobby i s  j u s t  p u rsu in g  th e se  re s e a rc h  i n t e r e s t s  
o f  mine which I  d o n 't  have tim e to  do a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  
th in g s  l i k e  you know n a tu re  o f  e r r o r ,  I  would re g a rd  t h a t  
a s  a hobby and i t  a c tu a l ly  comes so c lo se  to  r e a l  l i f e  in  
my case  th a t  I  d o n 't  f in d  i t  p o s s ib le  to  d is t in g u is h  betw een 
t a lk in g  shop and n o t t a lk in g  shop, um . . to  me e v e ry th in g  
to  me i s  shop i f .y o u  l i k e ,  you know w hatever I 'm  d o in g  I  
have th a t  same k in d  o f i n t d l e c t u a l  i n t e r e s t  i n  i t ,  n o t t h a t  
I  s to p  t a lk in g  i n t e l l e c t u a l l y ,  um. . I  may sound a s  i f  I 'v e  
stopped  ta lk in g  i n t e l l e c t u a l l y ,  my own s u b je c t iv e  view i s  
t h a t  I  d o n 't  r e a l l y  change w hether I 'm  ta lk in g  to  p eo p le  
c o n v e r s a t io n a l ly .  I 'm  n o t aware fo r  example t h a t  you know 
h e r e 's  a p o in t  where I  j u s t  t a l k  abou t th e  w ea th e r , h e r e 's  
a  p o in t  a t  which I  t a l k  abou t som ething t o t a l l y  s o r t  o f  
d i f f e r e n t  from my i n t e r e s t s .
INTERVIEWER You h a v e n 't  g o t any s o r t  o f  p h y s ic a l  a c t i v i t i e s  t h a t  you
in d u lg e  in ?
B i l l  I 'm  bone i d l e  p h y s ic a l ly ,  um . . I 'v e  n ev er engaged in  any
um . . .  I 'v e  n ev er engaged in  any s p o r t s .  I 'v e  n ev er a c t u a l l y  
had any team s p i r i t .  The day I  l e f t  sch o o l I  w alked around  
say in g  goodbye to  th e  te a c h e r s  and when I  came to  th e  s p o r t s  
m aste r he s a id " !  d o n 't  th in k  I  know you" I  had to  say  "y e s  
we h a v e n 't  met v e ry  o f te n "  ( la u g h te r )  um . . I  um » have 
never been i n t e r e s t e d  in  s p o r t s ,  I  was fo rc e d  to  engage in  
c e r t a in  k in d s  o f a t h l e t i c  a c t i v i t y  when I  was in  th e  R .A .F . 
and d id  my n a t io n a l  s e r v ic e ,  I  c o u ld n 't  g e t ou t o f  i t  th e n , 
b u t um . . I 'v e  n ev er a c tu a l ly  engaged in  a n y th in g  t e r r i b l y  
e n e r g e t i c ,  i n  f a c t ,  I d o n ' t  e v e n  p l a y  ch ess  (Ca'fipl v.'i ! h v c r \  
l i g h t  p ie c e s  ( la u g h te r )  um . . when I  b roke my le g  I  was advisee
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INTERVIEWER
to  do l o t s  o f e x e rc is e  and I 'm  a f r a i d  I  d id n 't  do th e  
e x e r c ie s ,  b u t a s  i t  happens th e  e x e rc is e s  d o n 't  make 
any d if f e r e n c e  because in  s p i t e  o f what p h y s io th e r a p is ts  
say , th e  e x e r c is e s  b a s ic a l ly  on ly  speed up som eth ing , on ly  
speed up re c o v e ry , th e y  d o n 't  make any d if f e re n c e  to  re c o v e ry  
and n o n -reco v e ry , so th e  f a c t  th a t  I  now walk a b i t  l i k e  
D onald Duck i s  r e a l l y  n o th in g  to  do w ith  my l a z in e s s ,  i t ' s  
j u s t  th a t  my le g s  were b roken  and w rongly s e t  ( la u g h te r )
Are you in t e r e s t e d  in  your house o r your home? -  d e c o ra t in g .
B i l l I  am q u i te  keen  on t h a t ,  I  d o n 't  do a  l o t  o f i t ,  b u t t h a t ' s  
more because o f tim e and o th e r  th in g s  and when I  m a rried  
f o r  th e  f i r s t  tim e y e a rs  ago I  a c t u a l l y .  . we had a  sm a ll 
f l a t  and I  d id  e v e ry th in g , I  re w ire d  th e  whole p la c e ,  I  
had to  d e c o ra te  i t  a l l  th e  way th ro u g h  and I  found i t  was 
som ething q u i te  s a t i s f y i n g  abou t do ing  t h a t ,  th e re  a re  th in g s ,  
i t  i s  q u i te  s a t i s f y i n g  to  do th in g s  w ith  your hands l i k e  t h a t ,  
b u t um . . and from tim e to  tim e I  you know., i f  th e  w e a th e r 's  
f in e  go ou t and c u t th e  lawn w ith  an e l e c t r i c  lawn mower and 
do odd th in g s  abou t th e  house b u t r e a l l y  we te n d  to  g e t 
p eo p le  in  to  do th e  b ig  th in g s  now, and um . .  we a l s o  have 
an odd job  man who i s  p a r t l y  a  f r ie n d  who comes around  and 
does th in g s  f o r  u s  in  r e tu r n  f o r  abou t h a l f  a  b o t t l e  o f  
w hisky o r  w hatever i t  i s  he g e t s  th ro u g h  on each  v i s i t .
ADVICE TO SOMEONE 
GETTING MARRIED
INTERVIEWER O.K. th a n k s  B i l l  , have you go t any ad v ice  f o r  someone 
g e t t in g  m arried ?
B i l l Umm, w e ll I  a c tu a l ly  n ev er g iv e  ad v ice  u n s o l ic i t e d  u n le s s  
I 'v e  . . I  m ight g iv e  what I  th in k  a w arning u n s o l i c i t e d ,  
i f  I  see someone head in g  f o r  r e a l  t r o u b le ,  b u t um . . on 
th e  whole I  t r y  no t to  g iv e  ad v ice  u n s o l ic i te d  u n le s s  t h e r e '
143
a s p e c ia l  k ind  o f r e la t io n s h ip  where I ’m expected  to ,
I  mean i f  I 'm  su p e rv is in g  a Ph.D I 'm  s o r t  o f  expected  to  
g iv e  ad v ice  ( la u g h te r )  and I  w i l l  g ive  i t ,  b u t um . o when i t  
comes to  p e rs o n a l m a tte rs  I  u s u a l ly  t r y  to  avo id  g iv in g  
ad v ice  b eca u se , a s  b e fo re ,  I  d o n 't  a c tu a l ly  b e l ie v e  i t ' s  
p o s s ib le  f o r  an o u ts id e r  to  know what i s  r e a l l y  go ing  on, 
um . . th e  um . . I  o c c a s io n a lly  re a d  th e se  ad v ice  columns 
in  th e  women's m agazines you know,
INTERVIEWER Oh y e s  Woman's Own and Woman.
G i l l  Yes t h a t ' s  r i g h t  and whenever I  re a d  i t  I  alw ays g e t
t e r r i b l y  w o rrie d  because  I  can th in k  o f  a t  l e a s t  a  . . 
dozen s c e n a r io s  in  which th e  ad v ice  t h a t ' s  b e in g  o f fe re d  
would a c t u a l l y  be c o u n te r  p ro d u c t iv e , you know I  can th in k  
O.K. i f  t h a t  p e rso n  ta k e s  t h a t  ad v ice  and th e  man i s  o f t h i s  
k in d  th e n  th e  i s  g o ing  to  make th in g s  w orse , and um . . I  
happen to  be a  t r u s t e e  o f th e  London Youth A dvisory  C en tre  
which i s  ru n  by F a i th  S p ic e r  and a c tu a l ly  g iv e s  a d v ic e , 
g iv e s  m arriag e  gu idance and ad v ice  to  te e n a g e rs  and o th e r s  
on p sy c h o -se x u a l problem s and um . . when I  t a l k  to  F a i th  
S p ic e r  and th e  o th e r s  I  j u s t  m arvel a t  where t h e i r  c o n fid e n ce  
comes from , um . . I  j u s t  d o n 't  know why on e a r th  th e y  sh o u ld  
th in k  th a t  t h e i r  ad v ice  i s  a c tu a l ly  w orth  h av ing  most o f  th e  
tim e , b u t what te n d s  to  happen o f  c o u rse , i s  t h a t  p eo p le  come 
and I  mean o b v io u s ly , i f  p eo p le  a c tu a l ly  a sk  f o r  a d v ic e , y o u 'v e  
g o t to  g iv e  i t ,  I  mean i t ' s  r a th e r  odd to  s e t  y o u r s e l f  up in  
th e  ad v ice  b u s in e s s ,  b u t i f  peo p le  do th a t  and p eo p le  come 
f o r  ad v ic e  you a c t u a l l y  have to  g iv e  i t ,  b u t um <, - and um 
o f te n  th e  peo p le  d o n 't  w orry i f  th e  ad v ice  i s  n o t to  t h e i r  
l i k i n g  because  th e y  go on shopping around f o r  a d v ic e  u n t i l  
someone t e l l s  them what th e y  want to  h e a r  and th e n  th e y  heave 
a s ig h  o f  r e l i e f  and ta k e  th a t  and r e a l l y  th e y 'v e  p assed  th e  
buck, th e y 'v e  s o r t  o f  ab o slv ed  th em se lv es  from r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
so th e y  may wel . . I  mean o f te n  r e q u e s ts  f o r  a d v ic e  have go t 
t h a t  e th o s  abou t them th a t  um . . th e y  a re  k in d  o f  s ig n a l l in g  
to  you what th e y  e x a c tly  what th e y  want you to  s a y . But um . 
on th e  q u e s tio n  o f peop le  g e t t in g  m arried  um o I  would be
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hard pu t to  g ive  anybody g r a t i u i t o u s  a d v ic e , I  mean 
o b v io u s ly  I  would make th e  s o r t  o f f r ie n d ly  n o is e s  th a t  
peop le exp ec t you to  make i f  they  say th e y 'r e  g e t t in g  m arried  
you say "oh t h a t ' s  n ic e ,  o r c o n g ra tu la t io n s ,  o r I  hope i t  
goes very  w e ll"  b u t I  um . . and th e re  a re  c e r t a in  s p e c i f i c  
k in d s  o f th in g s  th a t  I  m ight be a b le  to  h e lp  them w ith , 
i f  th e y  were to  say f o r  exam ple: w e 're  g e t t in g  m a rried  and 
we a re  lo o k in g  f o r  a house" I  can a c tu a l ly  g iv e  them some 
q u i te  u s e f u l  ad v ice  on how to  avo id  some o f  th e  p i t f a l l s  o f 
buy ing  a  house because um
INTERVIEWER Yes t h a t ' s  q u i te  handy
Bi l l They m ight n o t know f o r  example j u s t  how incom peten t th e  
av erag e  su rv ey o r i s ,  who to  c a l l  i n ,  o r how much he i s  
go ing  to  charge them f o r  do ing  h i s  incom peten t job
INTERVIEWER T h a t 's  more to  th e  p o in t  y e s
B i l l Um so you know th e re  a re  c e r t a in  te c h n ic a l  th in g s  t h a t  one 
cou ld  a d v ise  them on b u t um . .
INTERVIEWER Maybe I  sh o u ld  have s a id  r e c ip e  fo r  g e t t in g  m a rried
B i l l R ecipe f o r  g e t t in g  m a rr ie d , w e ll you see I  a c tu a lly ^  th in k  
th a t  um . .
INTERVIEWER I f  you th in k  o f  i t  in  te rm s o f say a  system , o r  a  p la n
B i l l A w hich so rry ?
INTERVIEWER A re c ip e  o r a  system  o r some s o r t  o f p la n
B i l l A system  f o r  g e t t in g  m arried  w e ll ,  th e  re a so n  th a t  I  
w o u ld n 't  want to  loom in to  t h a t  ad v ice  g iv in g  game th e re  
i s  t h a t  I  th in k  a l o t  o f th e  m ajor p roblem s to  do w ith  
g e t t in g  m arried  th e se  (iays a re  a c tu a l ly  sox prob lem s and 
on th e  w hole, i f  th e re  a re  fo r  exam ple: problem s betw een 
husbands and w ives , i t  may be th a t  th e y ’re  s e x u a lly  in co m p at­
ib l e  in  some way, b u t th ey  a c tu a l ly  a r e n ' t  go ing  to  t e l l  you
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t h a t ,  th e y ’re  going to  t e l l  you about th e  f a c t  th a t  th e  
husband never pays any a t t e n t i o n ,  o r pushes o f f  to  th e  pub, 
o r does t h i s ,  t h a t ,  o r th e  o th e r ,  and um . . my own p r iv a te  
view abou t th e  m a tte r  i s  th a t  th e re  a re  a t  l e a s t  
fo u r  k in d s  o f male and fo u r k in d s  o f fem ale , and th e  k in d s  
o f r e l a t i o n s h ip s  th a t  th ey  w i l l  ten d  to  form w i l l  depend . . .  
and th e  l ik e l ih o o d  o f them s u rv iv in g  w i l l  depend on th e  k in d  
o f  p e rso n  th e y  a r e ,  1 cou ld  g ive  you some p r e t t y  s tro n g  
p r e d ic t io n s  abou t th e  l ik e l ih o o d  o f a  handsome f ilm  s t a r  
m arry ing  a  very  a t t r a c t i v e  g i r l  and um . . you know th e  
chances o f th a t  su rv iv in g  a re  about one in  a  hundred 1 shou ld  
th in k ,  b u t um . .  . i t  seems to  me th a t  a t  th e  male l e v e l  t h e r e ’ 
what 1 would c a l l  th e  dead norm al, no gender c o n f l i c t  m ale, 
th e n  th e re  a re  a  coup le  o f  k in d s  o f  male who do have i n t e r n a l  
gender c o n f l i c t s  and th e se  a re  ro u g h ly  th e  sk in h ead  ty p e s ,  
th e  h ip p y  ty p e , th e  sk inhead  type  i s  b a s i c a l l y  a  p e rso n  who 
i s  r e a l l y  t r y in g  to  p rove a g a in  and a g a in  t h a t  he i s  a  f u l l  
b lo o d ie d  m ale, e i t h e r  by ra c in g  c a r s ,  o r  c lim b in g  m oun tains 
o r  som ething o f th e  s o r t ,  um . o r someone l i k e  B e r tra n d  R u sse l 
r id i n g  roughshod ov er a  paper and p e n c i l  env ironm en t, r id i n g  
roughshod over t h a t  p a r t i u l a r  environm ent and t h a t ,  you know 
th a t  c r e a te s  enormous problem s because in  th e  v e ry  a c t  o f 
t r y in g  to  p rove th a t  y o u 'r e  a  man by c lim b in g  m o u n ta in s , you 
a u to m a tic a l ly  j o in  w h a t 's  v i r t u a l l y  a  hom osexual g ro u p , 
because  i t ' s ' j u s t  a l l  o th e r  men c lim b in g  m ountains w ith  you,’ 
so th e r e  a re  e n d le s s  problem s abou t t h i s ,  th e n  t h e r e 's  th e  
h ip p y  ty p e  which i s  th e  k in d  o f p e rso n  th a t  r e s o lv e s  a  gender 
c o n f l i c t  by moving in  a  -more fem in ine  d i r e c t io n  um . . you 
know s o r t  o f  lo n g  h a i r  and p ic k in g  th in g s  l i k e  i n t e r i o r  
d e c o ra tin g  o r  w h a tev e r, you know b a s i c a l ly  th e  e f fe m in a te  
male r a th e r  th a n  th e  m ascu line  m ale, and th e  f o u r th  k in d  
w hich K insey n ev er m entioned which i s  what 1 c a l l  th e  in v e r t  
and t h a t ' s  th e  p e rso n , t h a t ' s  th e  s i t u a t i o n ,  t h a t  r e f e r s  to  
th e  k in d  o f p e rso n  who i s  a n a to m ic a lly  a  m ale, b u t f e e l s  l i k e  
a p e r f e c t ly  san g u in e , you know s o r t  o f n o - c o n f l i c t  fem a le , 
you know you g e t th a t  s o r t  o f s i t u a t i o n  where you have a 
husband and w ife  who a re  p e r f e c t ly  happy, b u t th e  w ife  wear;;
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th e  t r o u s e r s  and th e  husband p o t t e r s  around doing the
dom estic  c h o re s , i t ' s  r e a l l y  a s o r t  o f r o le  r e v e r s la  bu t
t h e r e 's  no s o r t  o f h a s s le  about i t ,  you know i t ' s  n o t even 
a p o in t  o f comment, th e y 'r e  bo th  happy about t h a t ,  now i t  
seems to  me th a t  th o se  a re  minimum s o r t s  o f c a te g o r ie s ,  th ey  
have t h e i r  an a lo g u es  in  fem ales  a s  w e ll ,  you have th e  
p e r f e c t ly  o rd in a ry  no gender c o n f l i c t  fem ale , and you have 
th e  somewhat, o r h ig h ly  m ascu line  fem ale , o r th e  h ig h ly  
e ffe m in a te  fem ale , o r th e ,  you know l i k e  M arilyn  Monroe 
o r someone l i k e  th a t  a  s o r t  o f sugary  sweet k in d , who a re  
a c tu a l ly  a n y th in g  b u t sugary  sw eet when you g e t to  know them .
INTERVIEWER L ike D iana D ors
B i l l  And you have th e  in v e r t  a g a in , and i t  seems to  me th a t  th e
k in d s  o f r e l a t i o n s h ip s  t h a t  th e se  peop le  form w i l l  v e ry  much 
depend on th e  ty p e  o f p e rso n  th e y  a re  and I  d o n 't  a c t u a l l y  
see  how someone from th e  o u ts id e  w ith o u t a  l o t  o f in s id e  
knowledge o f  th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l l o g i s t i c s  and dynam ics o f 
t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  can a c tu a l ly  o f f e r  a d v ic e , you can c e r t a in l y  
make s u g g e s tio n s  abou t th e  s o r t  o f  p a i r s  t h a t  w i l l  go to g e th e r  
and you can o f te n  sense  th a t  um . . a  coup le  o f  p eo p le  a re  
b a s i c a l l y  n o t s u i te d  because  th e y  d o n 't  a c tu a l ly  complement 
one a n o th e r  i n  th e  r i g h t  s o r t  o f way, um . . b u t um . 1 mean 
i f  you ak s  me fo r  a r e c ip e ,  1 th in k  i t  would c e r t a in l y  be 
p o s s ib le  to  do a  v e ry  v e ry  much b e t t e r  job  th a n  com puter 
d a t in g  o r  any o u t f i t s  l i k e  th a t  do, becau se  th a t  i s  j u s t  
ve ry  t r i v i a l  and s u p e r f i c i a l  and 1 th in k  a  l o t  co u ld  be 
done to  i d e n t i f y  th e  k in d  o f ,  th e  k in d s  o f  p r o c l i v i t i e s  
and i n t e r e s t s  and so on th a t  peop le  have , and th e  s o r t  o f 
c o n f l i c t s  th e y  have in s id e  them, 1 th in k  a  l o t  co u ld  be done 
to  i d e n t i f y  th o se  and come up w ith  more a c c u ra te  recom m endation; 
about th e  k in d  o f p e rso n  th a t  one shou ld  m arry . But th e  tro u b le  
i s  th a t  peop le  o f te n  d o n 't  want to  re c o g n ise  t h a t  in  th e m se lv es  
you se e , i f  a male i s  somewhat e f fe m in a te , i t ' s  th e  l a s t  th in g  
be ' s p rep ared  to  adm it very o f te n .  1 mean I alv/ay;' w anted to
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be  a g i r l ,  I  woul d  ha v e  made a b c a u t i f u l  g i r l  ( la u g h te r )  
b u t um . .  . r e a l l y  th e re  a r e n ' t  many peop le  who a re  w i l l in g  
to  a c tu a l ly  c o n fro n t th e se  s o r t  o f problem s in  them selves  
um . - b u t i t  i s  a c tu a l ly  q u i te  i n t e r e s t i n g  because i t ' s  
r e a l l y  th e  ones w ith  gender c o n f l i c t  t h a t  have som ething to  
p ro v e , um to  a c tu a l ly  prove th a t  th e y 'r e  male o r to  prove th a t  
t h e y 'r e  n o t male o r w hatever, o r fem ale o r no t fem ale , and o f
c o u rs e , i t ' s  th e  ones th a t  have som ething to  prove th a t  um . .
a re  a c tu a l ly  a t  th e  le a d in g  edge in  my o p in io n , o f s o c ia l  
e v o lu t io n ,  t h e y 'r e  th e  peop le  who a re  a c tu a l ly  t r y in g  to  
ach iev e  and do th in g s  in  th e  w orld , so um . . i t  comes a s  
no s u r p r is e  a g a in  i f  you a c tu a l ly  lo o k  a t  th e  b io g ra p h ie s  o f 
g r e a t  a c h ie v e r s  to  f in d  th a t  th e re  a re  a l l  s o r t s  o f funny 
th in g s  abou t t h e i r  sex  l i v e s  and t h e i r  in t e r - p e r s o n a l  r e l a t ­
io n s h ip s ,  and one would ex p ec t t h a t  because  um . - w e ll  one 
would ex p ec t i t  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  um a model o f  t h a t  k in d , b u t 
i t ' s  a c t u a l l y  very  d i f f i c u l t  to  g e t in to  t h a t ,  c e r t a in l y  I  
w o u ld n 't  be happy abou t g iv in g  m a trim o n ia l gu idance b ecau se  . . 
t h a t  w a s n 't  th e  q u e s tio n  you ask ed , you a c tu a l ly  asked  about 
p eo p le  g e t t in g  m a rr ie d , I  w o u ld n 't be happy abou t g iv in g  
m a trim o n ia l gu idance because  in  th e  f i r s t  p la c e ,  one c a n 't  
know abou t th e s e  s o r t s  o f  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and um .  .  I  d o n 't
th in k  th e  peo p le  th em se lv es  know a c t u a l l y ,  I  th in k  what
te n d s  to  happen i s  t h a t  peo p le  a re  aware t h a t  t h e y 'r e  f r u s t ­
r a te d  and an g ry , o r  w h atev e r, th e y  know what s o r t s  o f  em otions 
th e y  have a l l  r i g h t ,  b u t th e y  d o n 't  a c t u a l l y  know why th e y  
have g o t them , um . and i t ' s  n o t a  q u e s t io n  o f  p eo p le  g e t t in g  
s o r t  o f m a rr ie d , th e  b e s t  ad v ice  t h a t  you cou ld  o f f e r  would be 
b e fo re  t h a t  announcem ent-was made in  th e  form o f  some k in d  o f 
gu idance o r  s e l f  i n s ig h t  t h a t  would head them in  th e  d i r e c t i o n  
o f  f in d in g  domeone th a t  th e y  were go ing  to  be co m p a tib le  w ith  
even i f  um . . t  a t  w a s n 't  th e  s o r t  o f p e rso n  th a t  p e rh a p s  
s u i te d  t h e i r  v a n i ty ,  I  suppose th e re  must be l o t s  o f  men who 
would l i k e  a r e a l l y  b e a u t i f u l  lo o k in g  d o l l  on t h e i r  arm s ( la u g h ­
t e r )  t h a t ' s  p ro b ab ly  th e  most d i s a s te r o u s  s o r t  o f  th in g  th a t  
cou ld  happen to  some men and um . . to  a c tu a l ly  make them see 
th a t  m ight be w e ll w o rth w h ile . The same presum ably  th e re  a re
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women who want a p r in c e  charm ing b u t um . . I th in k  th e  
r e a l  d i l l i c u l t i e s  about g iv in g  ad v ice  a t  th a t  l e v e l ,  though 
one can c e r t a in l y  g iv e  adv ice  about th in g s  l i k e  wedding 
arran g em en ts  and how to  o rg a n ise  th e  cake and how to  buy 
a house.
INTERVIEWER
B i l l
You s t i l l  go a lo n g  w ith  th e  whole id e a  o f g e t t in g  m arried ?
W ell . . .  I  d o n 't  know Tve been m arried  th re e  tim e s  so I  
suppose I 'm  a c c id e n t  prone ( la u g h te r )
INTERVIEWER
B i l l
I  th o u g h t you would have been e x a c t ly  th e  r i g h t  p e rso n  to  . .  .
r  o p t im is t i c ,  I  mean I 'm  p ro b ab ly  la r g e ly  u n m arriag eab le  
um . .b e c a u s e  I  te n d  to  s o r t  o f  dream my own dream s and th in k  
my own th o u g h ts  and I 'm  p ro b ab ly  n o t th e  b e s t  company b a s i c a l l y  
b u t um . . I  d o n 't  know abou t t h a t ,  i t ' s  p r e t t y  p u n a tiv e  
g e t t in g  d iv o rc e d  and I  can say th a t  w ith  some c o n v ic tio n  and 
th e y  say  th e  wages o f  s in  a re  d e a th , t h e y 'r e  n o t q u i te  t h a t  
much b u t v ery  n e a r ly ,  ray two p re v io u s  w ives b o th  c le a n e d  me 
ou t ( la u g h te r )  and um • . I  mean in  a  way i t  was p a r t l y  my 
a c q u ie s c in g  b ecau se  I  a c tu a l ly  th in k  i t ' s  worse to  s t e a l  
th a n  to  be s to le n  from , b u t th e  f a c t  i s  t h a t  on b o th  o f  th e  
o c c a s io n s  my w ives th o u g h t t h a t  um . . th e y  were e n t i t l e d  
to  v i r t u a l l y  e v e ry th in g  th a t  I  had and so I  l e t  them ta k e  i t  
b u t um . . so I  suppose r e a l l y  on th e  one hand I 'm  aw are t h a t  
i t ' s  p r e t t y  b loody  m ise ra b le  i f  my. . .  . (end  o f  ta p e )
Yes what I  was say in g  was t h a t  I  th in k  i t ' s .  . my f e e l in g  i s  
th a t  I t ' s  p r e t t y  damn m ise ra b le  when m a rr ia g e s  go wrong 
because  t h e r e 's  a  s o r t  o f  to o  much in v e s te d  to  q u i t  syndrom e, 
and I  th in k  peo p le  expend an enormous amount o f e f f o r t  t r y i n g  
to  p re s e rv e  m a rr ia g e s  which a re  b e t t e r  te rm in a te d  and h e re  
a g a in , i t ' s  a v e ry  g e n e ra l model I 'm  p u t t in g  fo rw ard  b ecau se  
t h e r e 's  a  s o r t  o f to o  much in v e s te d  to  q u i t  th in g  th a t  o c c u rs  
in  p o l i t i c s  and n a t io n a l  a f f a i r s  a s  w e ll ,  t h e r e 's  Maggie 
T h a tch e r w ith  too  much in v e s te d  to  q u i t  in  h e r  own id e o lo g ie s  
and economic p o l i c i e s  and so on, b u t c e r t a in l y  in  th e  ca se  o f  
in.ti l i a g e s  il 'o i'e  i r  i‘ea3 m isery  wnen iiey go wrong ana l.irat has
'MY JOB
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a c tu a l ly  le a d  some people to  say th a t  e i t h e r  people s h o u ld n 't  
g e t m arried  a t  a l l ,  o r i t  should  be made a l o t  e a s ie r ,  o r 
th e re  should  be some um um a l o t  e a s ie r  to  g e t d iv o rce  and 
a l o t  l e s s  p a in fu l  fo r  th o se  p a r t i e s  in  th e  sense  t h a t ,  you 
know everyone can j u s t  s p l i t  th in g s  h a l f  way o r w h atev e r.
INTERVIEWER But t h a t  more o r  l e s s  i s  th e  case th e se  days i s n ' t  i t ?
B i l l W ell, I  d o n 't  th in k .  . t h a t ' s  what s a id ,  I  d o n 't  th in k  i t ' s  
t r u e ,  I  th ir-k  i t  ve ry  much depends on what th e  judge h as  
to  say  because  i t ' s  open to  th e  judge to  tu rn  round to  th e  
w ife  and say " lo o k  you can go on w orking, you d o n lt  need to  
have any money from your husband" o r i t ' s  open to  him to  say 
"y es  a  th o u san d  a  y e a r ,  two thousand  a  y e a r  m ain tenance" i t ' s  
a l l  v e ry  d i f f i c u l t ,  so um . . t h e r e 's  a  t o t a l l y  a r b i tu a r y ,  
t h i s  i s  th e  law  on th e  m a tte r  b u t um . . I  th in k  on th e  
whole I  l i k e  th e  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  m a rr ia g e , I  j u s t  th in k  th a t  
um . . t h e r e 's  a  r e a l  need to  um . . t o  have more i n s ig h t  
in to  g e t t in g  i t  r i g h t  f i r s t  tim e , i f  you do g e t i t  wrong 
to  a c tu a l ly  have some f a c i l i t y  fo r  w inding  th e  th in g  up in  
a  l e s s  p a in f u l  way, so um . . you know I  g u ess  I  do te n d  to  
l i k e  th e  id e a  o f  m a rr ia g e , and I  a ls o  l i k e  th e  id e a  o f  th e  
ex tended  fa m ily  w hich h as  now v an ish ed  from th e  p u b l ic ,  I  
mean th e  o ld  f a m i l i e s  where you used  to  have th e  g ra n p a re n ts  
and s e v e ra l  c h i ld r e n  and t h e i r  sp ouses and t h e i r  c h i ld r e n ,  
and so you were b ro u g h t up in  a  w orld  o f  c lo se  r e l a t i v e s  
and a u n ts  and so on .
INTERVIEWER T h a t 's  dy ing  o u t v e ry  much now
B i l l Yes i t ' s  a lm o st v an ish ed  a c tu a l ly  and um I  th in k  t h a t ' s  a 
p i t y ,  I  th in k  th e  ex tended  fam ily  had q u i te  a l o t  g o in g  
fo r  i t  b u t um . . o f  co u rse  you do have th e  ex tended  f a m i l i e s  
s t i l l  in  th e  t h i r d  w orld  and t h a t ' s  one o f th e  f i r s t  th in g s  
to  go when you s t a r t  i n d u s t r i a l i s i n g  and b u i ld in g  c i t i e s .
INTERVIEWER Can you t e l l  me what you th in k  your job a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty  
in v o lv e s?
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Bi Yes w e ll I  th in k  i t ' s  m ostly  p o l i t i c s ,  um . . I  go t when 
um . . I  was a c tu a l ly  on th e  do le  when I  a p p lie d  fo r  t h i s  
job  ( la u g h te r )  back in  I 9 6 9  um d e l ib e r a t e ly .  I 'd  go t p r e t t y  
d ise n c h a n te d  w ith  a whole l o t  o f th in g s ,  and I  d ec id ed  to  
j u s t  g iv e  up w orking and t r y  to  w r ite  th in g s ,  I  w anted to  
w r i te ,  and I  had been on th e  do le  fo r  about th re e  o r fo u r  
months and I  happened to  see  t h i s  ad v e rtise m e n t f o r  th e  
Open U n iv e r s i ty  P o st in  New S o c ie ty  and so I  a p p lie d  fo r  
i t  and much to  my amazement, I  was rung  up by th e  Vice 
C h a n c e llo r  who was p e r s o n a l ly  lo o k in g  a t  a l l  th e  um . . 
p e r s in a l ly  v e t t in g  a l l  th e  c h a ir  a p p l ic a t io n s ,  in v i te d  
a lo n g  to  an in te rv ie w  w ith in  two weeks and o f fe re d  a  job  
on th e  same day , I  p ro b ab ly  on ly  go t th e  job  because  I  
cou ld  s t a r t  th e  same day ( la u g h te r )  b u t um , o s te n s ib ly  
th e  pu rpose o f  th e  job  was to  be in  charge o f  a  group o f 
peop le  who would h e lp  th e  academ ics in  th e  o th e r  f a c u l t i e s  
to  p roduce b e t t e r  m a te r ia ls ,  so th e  id e a  was th a t  w e 'd  h e lp  
in  th e  u s u a l e d u c a tio n a l  tech n o lo g y  way and t h e r e 's  no need 
to  go in to  t h a t ,  b u t um . . um . . s e v e ra l  th in g s  happened, 
a f t e r  abou t th r e e  o r fo u r  y e a rs  o f  th a t  I  g o t p ro g re s s iv e ly  
d ise n c h a n te d  w ith  H igher e d u c a tio n , i t  seemed to  me to  be 
e x c e s s iv e ly  i n d o c t r in a l ,  um . .  I  d i d n 't  see  t h a t  th e  c o u rse s  
were r e a l l y  t r y in g  to  c u l t i v a t e  any h ig h  d eg ree  o f  c r i t i c a l i t y  
in  th e  s tu d e n ts ,  i t  was m o stly  w ro te , r e c o rd ,  remember t h i s ,  
you know, le a r n  how to  ap p ly  and m an ip u la te  th e se  fo rm u lae , 
th e  name o f  th e  game r e a l l y  seemed to  me to  be to  s o r t  o f  
g e t id e a s  o u t o f  th e ,  o u t o f th e  t e a c h e r 's  head on to  p ap er 
and in to  th e  s tu d e n t ' s  head w ith  no c h a lle n g e s  so I  a c t u a l l y  
go t r a th e r  w o rried  abou t th e  in d o c t r in a l  n a tu re  o f  h ig h e r  
e d u c a tio n  g e n e r a l ly ,  I  g o t d isen ch a n ted  a s  w e ll abou t th e  
fragm ented  n a tu re  o f  i t  i t  seemed to  me th a t  th e re  was no 
k ind  o f  co h eren ce , i t ' s  um i t  seemd to  me fo r  exam ple: t h a t  
a l l  th e  fo u n d a tio n  c o u rse s  c o n s is te d  o f more o f  s c ra p  books 
than  u n i t s ,  l i t t l e  um l i t t l e  s t o r i e s  abou t t h i s  th a t  o r 
th e  o th e r  you know t h i s  week i t ' s  abou t th e  law , n ex t week 
i t ' s  about crim e, nex t w e e k  i t ' s  auoui p re ju d ic e  o r w l i a e e v e r , 
um . . so I  r e a l l y  formed th e  op in io n  th a t  i t  was a p r e t t y  low
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l e v e l  e d u c a tio n  th a t  was b e in g  g iven  and I  f e l t  I  c o u ld n 't  
say an y th in g  because w h ils t  th a t  was my o p in io n , i t  d i d n 't  
seem to  me to  be worse th an  what was going on e lsew here  and 
so um . . I  g o t,  I  k ind  o f go t to  f e e l in g  th a t  th e  whole 
e d u c a tio n a l tech n o lo g y  e f f o r t  was r e a l l y  d ir e c te d  tow ards 
p ro d u c in g  what I  m ight d e s c r ib e  a s  a b e t t e r  bo tch  because  
he re  were th e  academ ics in  th e  f a c u l t i e s  m ostly  b o tc h in g  up 
th e  s t u f f  t h a t  th e y  were w r i t in g  and h e re  were th e se  e d u c a t i ­
o n a l te c h n o lo g is t s  h e lp in g  to  make th e  b o tch  a  l i t t l e  b i t  
b e t t e r  th a n  i t  m ight have been and um. . so I  r e a l l y  g o t 
p r e t t y  d ise n c h a n te d  w ith  th e  whole th in g ,  my um . . so I  
a l s o  go t v e ry  d ise n c h a n te d  w ith  v a r io u s  com m ittees which 
were m a n ife s t ly  um . . which were m a n ife s tly  p o l i t i c a l  
b ecause  w ith in  abou t th re e  o r  fo u r  y e a rs  th e  whole O.U. s t a f f  
d id  b u r e a c r a t i s e  and th e n  peop le  s t a r t e d  com peting f o r  
re s o u rc e s  and um p o in t in g  th e  f in g e r  a t  o th e r  p eo p le  and 
lo o k in g  f o r  um (you know a l l  th a t  s t u f f  I  was t a lk in g  abou t 
in  co n n ec tio n  w ith  P o land  where you a c tu a l ly  t r y  to  s in g le  
ou t th e  weak peo p le  and form p re s s u re  g ro u p s , you lo o k  f o r  
sc a p e g o a ts  i f  th in g s  go wrong) so um . . I  g o t p r e t t y  d is e n ­
ch an ted  w ith  a l l  o f  t h a t ,  and I  t r i e d  to  carve  o u t a  job  
f o r  m yself w hich i s  r e a l l y  a  s e t  o f jo b s ,  f i r s t  o f  a l l  I  
fo cu ssed  on j u s t  two com m ittees which seemed to  me to  be 
p red o m in an tly  ta s k  o r ie n te d  r a th e r  th a n  p o l i t i c a l  and one 
was th e  H igher D egrees Committee which I  was chairm an o f  f o r  
th r e e  o f  th e  more fo rm a tiv e  y e a rs  o f i t s  e x is te n c e  and um 
th e  o th e r  com m ittee was th e  S ta f f  P rom otions Committee w hich 
w a s n 't  p o l i t i c a l  in  th e  o ld  d ays, a lth o u g h  i t  h a s  g o t 
in c r e a s in g ly  p o l i t i c a l  now. I  a ls o  to o k  on a  few h ig h e r  
deg ree  s tu d e n ts  and um . . I  a ls o  a c te d  a s  a  k in d  o f  g e n e ra l  
fac to tu m  h e lp in g  D avid o u t w ith  a l l  th e  s o r t s  o f p o l i t i c a l  
p roblem s and in t e r - p e r s o n a l  problem s th a t  came h i s  way and 
th e re  a re  a la rg e  number o f  th o s e , I  mean a lm ost ev e ry  week 
someone tum bles in to  O lw yn's o f f ic e  in  t e a r s  and t e l l s  some 
h o rren d o u s s to r y  o f  how mean someone has beden to  him o r  to  h e r  
so th e re  a re  alw ays bush f i r e s  b re a k in g  ou t a l l  around  and 
um e ru p t io n s  o f v a r io u s  k in d s , and then  f!iere a re  v a r io u s  
p o lic y  s ta te m e n ts  to  be produced , n e g o t ia t io n s  w ith  th e  
Vice C h a n c e llo r  and Deans o f th e  o th e r  f a c u l t i e s ,  th e r e  a re
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prom otions sub m issio n s  to  be k ind  o f go t to g e th e r  and 
so r e a l l y  th e re  a re  a whole l o t  o f th in g s  th a t  have come 
my way, b u t what I  have t r i e d  to  do i s  to  um . . h e lp  
David in  a very  th a n k le s s  ta s k  o f t r y in g  to  run t h i s  o u t f i t ,  
i t ’ s  a s i t u a t i o n  where you a c tu a l ly  c a n ’ t  coerce peop le  
even i f  you w anted to ,  t h e r e ’ s  no c lo u t  in  th e  system , 
you c a n ’t  f i r e  peop le  i f  they  don’ t  do what you say . Um . .
I  w ouldn’ t  want to  coerce  peop le  a c tu a l ly  b u t th e  tr o u b le  
i s  t h a t  i f  you c a n ’ t  in s p i r e  them o r persuade  them e i t h e r ,  
th e n  you a re  p r e t t y  im po ten t a t  th e  to p  and um , I ’ve g o t 
i n t e r e s t e d  in  t h i s  whole phenomena, a f r ie n d  o f mine d id  
a  c o m p a ritiv e  s tu d y  o f e x e c u tiv e s ,  h ig h  ra n k in g  e x e c u tiv e s  
in  Am erica and in  t h i s  c o u n try , he s a id  t h a t  th e re  was o n ly  
one d i f f e r e n c e ,  a l l  th e  American e x e c u tiv e s  c la im  th a t  th e y  
f e l t  in a d e q u a te  and a l l  th e  B r i t i s h  e x e c u tiv e s  c la im  t h a t  th e y  
f e l t  im p o ten t ( la u g h te r )  and w h at’ s i n t e r e s t i n g  o f  co u rse  i s  
t h a t  t h i s  f e e l in g  o f im potence r e a l ly ,  p e rv ad es  th e  w hole o f 
th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  th e re  a re  enorm ous. . I  mean I  .  . 
you w ouldn’ t  on th e  fa c e  o f i t ,  s u p e r f i c i a l l y  you w ouldn’ t  
f in d  an o r g a n is a t io n  which had more p a r t i c ip a te d  dem ocracy 
to  u se  t h a t  e x p re s s io n , I  mean everybody th a t  w ants to  be on 
any com m ittee can v i r t u a l l y  be on i t ,  and whenever t h e r e ’ s 
any com m ittee o f  im portance  l i k e  p la n n in g  b o a rd s , s tu d e n t 
a f f a i r s  and aw ards b o a rd s  a l l  th e  f a c u l t i e s  a re  r e p r e s e n te d  
s e v e ra l  tim e s  o v e r , so in  p r in c ip le  y o u ’ve g o t a  s i t u a t i o n  
in  w hich th e re  i s  an enormous amount o f  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  b u t 
th e  f a c t  o f  th e  m a tte r  i s  th a t  i t ’ s  a l l  ru b b ish  b ecau se  th e  
av erag e  employee a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty  f e e l s  t o t a l l y  
in c a p a b le  o f  chang ing  an y th in g  o r  in f lu e n c in g  a n y th in g .
INTERVIEWER W ell f o r  example I  th in k  ev ery  academ ic member o f  th e  O.U.
i s  on th e  s e n a te .
Yes t h a t ’ s r i g h t  and what th a t  means i s  th a t  th e y  m ight a s  
w e ll no t be th e re  a t  a l l  because  um . . in  th e  f i r s t  p la c e  
what happens i s  t h a t  i f  everyone tu rn e d  up th e re  would be no 
room because  th e re  would be ova.w a thou.saiid peop le  and they  
reck o n , th e y  hope in  f a c t  th a t  no t more th an  abou t I 5 0  w i l l  
tu rn  up and what th en  happens i s  th a t  v a r io u s  p eo p le  tu rn  up
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a s  l i t t l e  lo b b ie s  o r p re s s u re  g roups b a s ic a l ly  and in  
a c tu a l  f a c t  se n a te  i s  fo rm a lly  supposed to  be th e  supreme 
body o f th e  U n iv e rs ity  which i s  r e s p o n s ib le  fo r  academ ic 
d e c is io n  making, now t h e r e 's  no way in  which a body of 
130  p eo p le  can a c tu a l ly  make s e n s ib le  d e c is io n s ,  a l l  th e y  
can do i s  to  say y es  o r no, th e y  can e i t h e r  accede to  some 
p ro p o s i t io n s  p u t to  them, o r  a ls o  a l t e r n a t i v e l y  th e y  can 
r e f e r  i t  b ack , so b a s i c a l l y  se n a te  i s  a  d is a b l in g  system .
I t  can e i t h e r  ho ld  th in g s  up o r j u s t  ag ree  to  p ro p o s i t io n s  
th a t  a re  p u t b e fo re  i t  um . . anyway th e  th in g  i s  t h a t  I  
go t i n t e r e s t e d  in  t h i s  and I  was p a r t i c u l a r l y  in t e r e s te d  
when I  went to  R u ss ia  a  few weeks ago because I  was a c tu a l ly  
t a lk in g  to  o r g a n is a t io n s  -  th e  t r a i n  m anagers, and I  found
e x a c t ly  th e  same nonsense go ing  on, don’t  know w hether I
to ld  you ,
INTERVIEWER No you d id n ’t  a c tu a l ly .
B i l l  W ell th e re  was um . . s i t t i n g  around th e  ta b le  in  Moscow
th e re  was one manager o f  a  la rg e  o rg a n is a t io n  say in g  "we have 
go t a  l o t  o f  w orkers  -  th e s e  w orker som m ittees h e re ,  in  f a c t  
a lm ost ev e ry  d e c is io n  th a t  i s  made g e t s  p u t b e fo re  our 
com m ittee o f  w o rk e rs , th e re  a re  l o t s  o f  com m ittees o f  w o rkers 
in  th e  o r g a n is a t io n  and th e  t ro u b le  i s  you know, t h a t  f o r  
some re a so n  o r  o th e r  m orale i s  bad , th e re  seems to  be a  l o t  
o f a b se n te e ism , th e  q u a l i ty  o f th e  work i s  poor and nobody 
seems to  be v e ry  i n t e r e s t e d  in  th e  o rg a n is a t io n ,  q u i te  
f r a n k ly  I  th in k  th a t  i f  we cou ld  on ly  c ra c k  down on th e  
so and s o ’ s  e v e ry th in g  would s t a r t  lo o k in g  up" and o p p o s ite  
th e  t a b le  a n o th e r  man was sa y in g  "w e ll I ’m in  an o r g a n is a t io n  
where we don’ t  have any w o rk er’ s  com m ittees a t  a l l  and e v e ry ­
th in g  i s  v ery  a u t h o r i t a r i a n ,  we ta k e  a l l  d e c is io n s  a t  th e  to p  
and hand them down -  d o e s n 't  seem to  be w orking you know, th e r e  
seems to  be a l o t  o f  ab sen te e ism  and m orale seems to  be bad , 
and th e  q u a l i ty  o f  th e  work seems to  be poor and nobody seems 
to  be r e a l l y  commited to  th e  o r g a n is a t io n ,  I  r e a l l y  th in k  
th a t  i i  wc on ly  allow ed  th e  w orkers rnoi’e say in  what was r;oin|i; 
on, th in g s  would lo o k  u p " . Now I  mean th e se  peop le  a re  a c t u a l l y
lhT'';i^VIE\vER
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s i t t i n g  o p p o s ite  say in g  th e se  th in g s  and no t h e a r in g  each 
o th e r ,  each b e in g  a b s o lu te ly  convinced th a t  i f  they  were doing 
th e  o p p o s ite ,  they  were do ing  what the  o th e r  person  v;as 
doing  th e y  cou ld  make i t  work. The th in g  i s  th a t  you g e t th e s ' 
p eop le  moving co n tin u o u s ly  a lo n g  t h i s  dim ension o f a u t h o r i t a r i .  
p e rm is s iv e n e ss  s o r t  o f no p a r t i c ip a t io n  -  l o t s  o f p a r t i c ip a t io :  
w ith o u t s e e in g  th a t  t h a t ' s  j u s t  no t d e l iv e r in g  th e  goods, 
and a co m p le te ly  d i f f e r e n t  s o r t  o f a n a ly s i s  i s  r e q u ir e d ,  th e y  
d o n 't  a c tu a l ly  see th a t  th e  d e c is io n  by a com m ittee i s  j u s t  
a s  b in d in g  to  th e  poor d e v i l  on th e  shop f lo o r  a s  th e  d e c is io n  
by some a u t h o r i t a r i a n  and um . . so a s  I  say  I  r e a l l y  go t 
q u i te  i n t e r e s t e d  in  t h i s  whole problem  o f o r g a n is a t io n a ln e s s  
what goes wrong, th e  s o r t s  o f im passes th a t  um . . I  s t a r t e d  
do ing  r e s e a r c h  on what I  c a l le d  i n i t i a l l y  'o r g a n is a t io n a l  
patho logy»  b u t I  l a t e r  changed th e  name, I  r e a l i s e d  th a t  i f  
o r g a n is a t io n s  a re  s e t  up in  th e  way th a t  th e y  a re  s e t  up , 
th e n  what happens i s n ' t  p a th o lo g ic a l  i t ' s  dead norm al in  th e  
sense  t h a t  what happens i s  bound to  happen so i t ' s  u n su rp r is in g  
in  th e  ame way th a t  th e  P o lis h  th in g  i s  u n s u rp r is in g ,  th e  
hunger s t r i k e r s  a re  u n s u rp r is in g ,  you know t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  
th e  th in g  i s  th a t  you k in d  o f  sk e tc h  o u t th e  g e n e ra l  scheme 
w ith in  w hich you can show th e  i n e v i t a b i l i t y  o f  th e s e  s o r t s  
o f penomena l i k e  poor m ora le , low p r o d u c t iv i ty ,  w hich i s  
a c tu a l ly  happen ign  in  P oland  o f  c o u rse , j u s t  a s  i t  i s  happening  
h e re  a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  so um • .  r e a l l y  I  suppose 
th e  answ er to  your q u e s tio n  is -  a  b i t  lo n g  w inded w hich i s  
t h a t  I  have c e r t a in  fo rm al r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s ,  one o f  th e  th in g s  
I  t r y  to  ta k e  s e r io u s ly  i s  h e lp in g  D avid Hawkridge to  h o ld  
t h i s  th in g  to g e th e r ,  h ay in g  re g s rd  to  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e re  
i s  a lm ost n o th in g  we cou ld  do i f  we c a n 't  le a n  on p eo p le  and 
c a n 't  p e rsu ad e  them, c a n 't  i n s p i r e  them, c a n ' t  conv ince  them 
um . . so th a t  t h e r e 's  th e  problem  o f a c tu a l ly  t r y i n g  to  h o ld  
th e  whole o u t f i t  to g e th e r ,  th e re  a re  a  few im p o rta n t com m ittees 
th a t  I  am on, which I  am s t i l l  on and I  have th e se  h ig h e r  
degree  s tu d e n ts  and th e  r e s t  o f  th e  tim e I  a g o n ise  abou t th e  
problem s o f h ig h e r  e d u c a tio n  and th e  problem s o f  management.
T h a t 's  most i n t e r e s t i n g ,  q u ite  d e t a i l e d .  ] was j u s t  (;;oing 
to  r e v e r t  back to  th e  to p ic s  in  th e  news and ask  you how 
in t e r e s t e d  you f e e l  you a r e _in  th e se  news to p ic s ?
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Well h e re  ag a in  i t  seem s. . I 'm  b eg in n in g  to  f e e l  l i k e  a 
gramophone r e c o rd , I  was fo r  example um . . th e re  a re  l o t s  
o f th in g s  I  see in  th e  new spapers which a re  j u s t  to  me 
(maybe I 'm  a v ic tim  o f a v e r i f i c a t i o n  m e n ta li ty )  I  j u s t  see 
e v e ry th in g  th a t  happens a s  co n firm in g  th e  s o r t s  o f  v iew s 
th a t  I  have about th e  way th in g s  happen, f o r  exam ple: I  was 
r e a d in g  S i r  K e ith  J o s e p h 's  speech  y e s te rd a y  in  th e  new spaper 
abou t th e  a t te m p ts  by v ic e  c h a n c e llo rs  and o th e rs  to  g e t 
him to  ag ree  to  sp read  th e  p roposed  c u ts  over th r e e  y e a rs  
in s te a d  o f  f i v e ,  and h i s  re sp o n se  seems to  me to  be so 
a s to n is h in g  a s  to  a lm ost d e fy  comment, he s t a r t e d 'o f f  by 
a c t u a l l y  sa y in g  t h a t ,  o by a c tu a l ly  d e s c r ib in g  a l l  u n iv e r s ­
i t i e s  a s  u m " L ittle  o a se s  o f  s e r e n i ty "  now o n ly  someone w ho 's  
b een , w ho 's  come from A ll S o u ls  C o lleg e  cou ld  th in k  th a t  
( la u g h te r )  1 can a c t u a l l y  g iv e  you exam ples o f  p eo p le  who 
who um . . who a c tu a lly ,w h o  were a c tu a l ly  ru n n in g  in d u s t r y  
to  go to  M .l.T . and a c tu a l ly  le a v in g  M .l.T  M assa c h u se tts  
I n s t i t u t e  o f Technology, le a v in g  M .l.T . to  go back  to  
in d u s tr y  f o r  a  more p e a c e fu l l i f e  ( la u g h te r )  so i n  th e  
f i r s t  p la c e  i t ' s  a b s o lu te  nonsense to  d e s c r ib e  u n i v e r s i t i e s  
a s  l i t t l e  o a se s  o f  s e r e n i ty ,  he th e n .w en t on to  say  t h a t  
um . . e x t r a o rd in a ry  p u n a tiv e  manner he was sa y in g  t h a t  
" th e s e  l i t t l e  o a se s  o f s e r e n i ty  have had i t  ea sy  f o r  to o  
lo n g , i t ' s  ab o u t tim e th e y  s u f fe re d  some o f  th e  h a rd s h ip s  
l i k e  everyone e l s e "  ex ce p t S i r  K e ith  Jo seph  o f  c o u rse , 
now t h a t ' s  an e x t r a o rd in a ry  th in g  to  say  because t h a t  shows 
no p e rc e p tio n  o f  how human b e in g s  shou ld  be t r e a t e d ,  i t ' s  
q u i te  e x t r a o rd in a ry  to  say  you know "w e ll w e've been  mean to  
a l l  th e se  o th e r  p eo p le  and now w e 're  go ing  to  be mean to  
you a s  w e ll"  1 mean anyone who can th in k  th a t  way i s  r e a l l y  
a lm ost dem ented, h e 's  go t such an e rro n eo u s  p e rc e p t io n  o f 
what needs to  be done fo r  th e  . . to  p re se rv e  o r  enhance th e  
em o tio n a l q u a l i ty  o f  l i f e ,  i t ' s  a lm ost beyond th e  p a le ,  he 
th e n  went on to  say " in  any even t i t  i s n ' t  more g ra d u a te s  
th a t  in d u s try  i s  w an tin g , i t ' s  b c t to j  g j-aduates"
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INTERVIEWER Ph.D m a te r ia l I  th in k .
B i l l Now th e re  a re  two assum ptions th e re ,  f i r s t  o f a l l  th e re  
i s  th e  assum ption  th a t  a u n iv e r s i ty  ed u c a tio n  i s  a l l  abou t 
fe e d in g  in d u s tr y  and commerce w ith  em ployees, which I  
would t o t a l l y  r e p u d ia te ,  b u t I  r e a l l y  th in k  th a t  S i r  K e ith  
Jo sep h  b e l ie v e s  th a t  i f  I.B .M . wanted te n  thousand more 
com puter program m ers by 1984, i t  would be a good th in g  
f o r  u n i v e r s i t i e s  to  produce te n  thousand  more g ra d u a te s  
in  com puter program m ing. There i s n ' t  a n y th in g  abou t c u l tu r e  
th e re  i s n ' t  a n y th in g  abou t w e ll ,  th e re  j u s t  i s n 't , a n y t h i n g  
abou t th e  c u l t u r a l  o r s o c i e t a l  need s , i t ' s  j u s t  to  h i s  way 
o f th in k in g  i t ' s  abou t u n i v e r s i t i e s  fe e d in g  in d u s t r i e s  
and commerce and do ing  a  u s e fu l  jo b , making peo p le  u s e f u l ,  
f u n c t io n a l  u n i t s  in  s o c ie ty .  The nex t assum ption  w h ich i 
i s  even more e x tra o rd ia n ry  i s  th a t  th e  way in  which to  g e t 
b e t t e r  g ra d u a te s  i s  to  w ie ld  th e  economic ax e , now t h a t  i s  
a t o t a l  n o n sen se , th e re  i s  no t th e  sh red  o f  ev idence  f o r  
supposing  t h a t  i f  you wanted to  move in  th e  d i r e c t io n  o f  
g e t t in g  b e t t e r  g ra d u a te s  r a th e r  th a n  more g ra d u a te s ,  th e  th in g  
to  do i s  to  w ie ld  th e  economic axe , i f  a n y th in g  you w i l l  j u s t  
g e t w orse g ra d u a te s  because  peop le  w i l l  t r y  to  a c t u a l l y  c u t 
c o rn e rs  and skimp on t h e i r  le s s o n s  and g e t th e  l e c t u r e r s  to  
do a  b i t  more fo r  th e  same money, b u t 1 mean th e  th in g  i s  t h a t  
anyone who can come o u t w ith  a  s ta te m e n t l i k e  t h a t  i s  so f a r  
removed from what th e  r e a l i t y  r e q u i t e s  t h a t  t h e r e 's  a lm o st 
n o th in g  t h a t  you can say  abou t him, j u s t  th a t  t h i s  goes on 
a l l  th e  tim e , i t ' s  you know, one can h e a r  P a is le y  making th e  
same s o r t  o f  u t t e r n a c e s  and um . . and h e re  a g a in  one j u s t  
d o e s n 't  know what th e  man p r iv a t e ly  th in k s  because  i f  he 
p r iv a t e ly  th in k s  th a t  he i s  mad, i t  may be th a t  t h i s  was 
j u s t  a p u b lic  p o s tu r in g ,  a k ind  o f to e  th e  T h a tch er L in e , 
one d o e s n 't  know, i t  m ight be a l l  im p en e tra b le  a t  t h a t  l e v e l .  
The th in g  i s ,  1 re a d  a l l  t h i s  s t u f f  and I 'm  j u s t  a b s o lu te ly  
amazed a t  th e  way i t  a l l  goes on.
INTERVIEWER P erhaps h e 's  f r ig h te n e d  he might end up in  N orthern  I r e la n d  
and P r io r  m ight be shun ted  o f f  somewhere e l s e , ( l a u g h t e r )
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D il l  But uin . . th e  th in g  about S ir  K eith  Joseph  i s  ( I  mean
M ark was making t h i s  rem ark) th a t  he seems to  have
th e  k in d  o f .  . k ind  o f m e n ta li ty  of . . I  mean h i s  econom ics 
i s  th e  econom ics o f  th e  lemonade s t a l l  a lm o st, you buy a 
g la s s  o f lemonade fo r  tuppence and you s e l l  i t  fo r  fo u rp en ce  
and t h a t ' s  a good th in g ,  b u t um . . t h e r e 's  um . . i t ' s  um. .
I  mean th e  whole th in g  i s  so ab su rd , i t ' s  one re a so n  why I  
th in k  one sho u ld  t r a v e l  abou t th e  w orld  a b i t  i s  t h a t  you 
can . . .  i t  h e lp s  you to  see th e  a b s u rd ity  o f some o f th e  
th in g s  t h a t  a re  ta k en  fo r  g ra n te d  in  ones own c o u n try , 
becau se  when peo p le  a t  B r i t i s h  Leyland want a r a i s e  th e y  
um . . th e  argum ent t h a t  g e ts  made i s  th a t  th e y  a re  n o t a 
r a i s e ,  nobody say s  t h a t ,  th e y  j u s t  g e t i t ,  because  th e y 'v e  
n ever been  p r o f i t a b l e  and th e  f a c t  o f  th e  m a tte r  i s ,  i t  i s  
e n t i r e l y  a  p o l i t i c a l  d e c is io n  w hether o r  n o t you s u b s id is e  
and w hether th e  governm ent chooses to  pay fo r  som eth ing  a s  
a  t o t a l l i t y  which makes no p r o f i t  a t  a l l  t h a t  a c t u a l l y  a b so rb s  
r e s o u rc e s ,  o r w hether i t  i n s i s t s  th a t  som ething sh o u ld  be 
t o t a l l y  p r o f i t a b l e ,  o r w hether i t  s u b s id is e s ,  i f  you go to  
R u ss ia  fo r  exam ple: 1 d o n 't  th in k  R u ss ia  h a s  g o t v e ry  much 
go ing  f o r  i t ,  you know a s  a  s o c ia l  system  b u t you can  a c t u a l l y  
g e t from any p a r t  o f  R u ss ia  um any p a r t  o f Moscow to  th e  
o th e r  f o r  abou t th r e e  pence and th e re  a r e ,  t h a t  i s  a  huge 
m etro and th e y 'v e  a l s o  g o t b u se s  and t r o l l e y s  w hich come 
a lo n g  ev e ry  few m in u tes  and t h e y 'r e  g o ing  r i g h t  th ro u g h  th e  
n ig h t  v i r t u a l l y  and um . . i t  i s n ' t  any q u e s tio n  ab o u t 
making them pay , th e  th in g  i s  t h a t  th e  way in  which th e  
economy i s  han d led  th e re , a re  so many d e g re e s  o f freedom  
in  many r e s p e c t s  t h a t  i t  i s  j u s t  nonsense to  a c t u a l l y  p u t t h i s  
argum ent fo rw ard , peo p le  j u s t  d o n 't  seem to  n o t i c e ,  i t ' s  
r id i c u lo u s  anyway to  a s s o c ia te  r a i s e s  w ith  p r o d u c t iv i ty  d e a l s  
•’hen th e  r a i s e s  a re  b e in g  asked  fo r  to  o f f s e t  th e  s ta n d a rd  
o f l i v i n g .  1 mean ev ery  tim e a r a i s e  i s  g iv en  t h e r e 's  a lw ays 
a b ig  f a n - f a r e  o f tru m p e ts  -  a p r o d u c t iv i ty  d e a l i s  s t r u c k  
and th e  w orkers  a re  go ing  to  produce more fo r  th e  same money 
now t h a t ' s  been go ing  on now fo r  te n  y e a r s ,  j u s t  im agine i f  
th a t  were tr ie  how l i t t l e  they  mu.st have been p ro c u r in g  te n
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y ea rn  ago and j u s t  im agine how much th ey  w i l l  be p roducing  
in  tw enty  y e a rs  tim e , I  mean i t  a c tu a l ly  e s c a la te s  l i k e  
compound i n t e r e s t ,  you know i f  they  were p roducing  one 
c a r  te n  y e a rs  ago th e y  would be p roducing  abou t a hundred 
c a r s  ac c o rd in g  to  th a t  k ind  o f argum ent, so i t  must a l l  be 
sp u r io u s  and p o s tu r in g .
INTERVIEWER So in  a c tu a l  f a c t  you would say you were very  w e ll in form ed  
o r p r e t t y  w e ll i n t e r e s t e d  r a t h e r ,  so r ry
B i l l W ell I  a c tu a l ly  w atch th e  B.B.C news on t e l e v i s i o n  u s u a l ly  
once a  day and 1 lo o k  a t ,  1 u s u a l ly  lo o k  o r  scan  th ro u g h  
one new spaper a  day b u t um . on th e  whole a s  1 say  1 d o n 't  
f in d  m yself rem em bering th e  d e a t i l  v e ry  much, 1 j u s t  lo o k  
th rough  and say  "y es  t h a t ' s  th e  same o ld  ru b b is h , ex ce p t 
i t  seems to  be g e t t in g  w o rse" .
INTERVIEWER How in fo rm ed  do you th in k  you a re?
B i l l W ell 1 d o n 't  th in k  um . . 1 would re g a rd  m yself a s  v e ry  
p o o rly  in form ed  by say  th e  b r a in  o f B r i t a in  s ta n d a rd , i f  
you a c t u a l l y  um . . where th e  em phasis i s  on r e c o rd in g  
s p e c i f i c  f a c t s  um . . my whole c o n te n tio n  i s  t h a t  th e r e  i s  
no need to  be in fo rm ed  i f  you have t h i s  g e n e ra l  model o f  
p ro c e s se s  you can a c t u a l l y  see  what i s  go ing  on, T  mean 1 
may be d e lu d in g  m y se lf b u t um . . I  mean th a t  would be a  
lo n g  argum ent, you know we cou ld  spend s e v e ra l  h o u rs , o r  
s e v e ra l  days go ing  in to  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  w hether I 'm  d e lu d in g  
m y se lf , when 1 th in k  1 know w h a t 's  go ing  on b ecause  th e r e  i s  
a  sense  in  which um . . i t ' s  easy  to  r i d i c u l e  t h a t  b ecau se  th e r e  
a re  p resum ably  p a rso n s  who see  ev idence o f  g o d 's  goodness 
w herever th e y  lo o k , you know and i t ' s  a  k in d  o f  you know what 
ev e r you se . . and th e re  a re  M arx is ts  who see  ev id en ce  o f  th e  
c o r r e c tn e s s  o f  M arx is t th e o ry  w herever th ey  lo o k  and t h i s  
i s  a w e ll known phenomenon known a s  th e  v e r i f i c a t i o n  m e n ta l i ty  
which 1 m ight be s u f f e r in g  from , because a lth o u g h  1 d o n 't  happen 
to  be a M arx is t o r a  p arso n  I 'v e  got a way o f lo o k in g  a t  
th in g s  and 1 can see co n firm in g  in s ta n c e s  o f  i t  everyw here , 
b u t um . . i t  p ro v id e s  a kind' o f o rd e r in g  system  you know one
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INTERVIEWER
d o e s n 't  r e a l l y  have to  remember th e  d e t a i l s  i f  one has 
th a t  k ind  o f  g e n e ra l way o f  lo o k in g  a t  th in g s  because you 
j u s t  say  "oh yes  t h i s  i s  an o th e r example o f  i t " .
O.K. th a n k s  very  much B i l l  .
AND
ERVIEWER
1 6 0
t r a n s c r i p t  6
Interview with Dean
O.K. th e n  Dean , what do you th in k  about th e  c u r re n t  
s t a t e  o f a f f a i r s  in  Poland?
What do I  th in k  abou t th e  c u r re n t  s t s t e  o f  a f f a i r s  in  Poland? 
W ell f i r s t  o f a l l  -  i n t e r e s t i n g ,  i n t e r e s t i n g  from th e  p o in t  o f 
view th a t  i t  i l l u s t r a t e s  th e  p o te n t i a l  dynamism o f  th e  
E a s te r  European B loc , which o th e rw ise  h as  ap p ea red  to  be 
f a i r l y  s t a b l e ,  um .. w i th ,  l im i te d  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o f  s o c ia l  and 
p o l i t i c a l  change. T h e re 's  two e lem en ts  1 sup p o se . T h e re 's  
a  s l i g h t l y  f e a r f u l  elem ent and a  s l i g h t l y  academ ic d i s i n t e r e s t e d  
e lem en t. The academ ic d i s in t e r e s t e d  one i s  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  
o f  s o c ia l  developm ent, change w ith in  an a u t h o r i t a r i a n  and 
o p p re s s iv e  t o t a l i t a r i a n  reg im e , j u s t  what k in d s  o f  p l u r a l i t i e s  
o f power a re  p o s s ib le  w ith in  te rm s o f  S o l id a r i t y  and th e  
Communist p a r ty  um .. i s  som ething f o r  academ ics to  d is p u te  
ab o u t, and to  lo o k  a t .  The s l i g h t l y  more f e a r f u l  e lem ent 
i s  o f  c o u rse , t h a t  i t  h a s  f o r e ig n  p o l ic y  im p l ic a t io n s  f o r  
th e  s t a b i l i t y  o f  th e  S o v ie t Empire a s  su ch , and h e re  i t  i s  
p o s s ib le  t h a t  th e  S o v ie t U nion, under p re s s u re  i n t e r n a l l y ,  
f e a r f u l  o f  any k in d  o f  change, a  g e r i a t r i c  le a d e r s h ip  c a n 't  
r e a l l y  accommodate m ight be in c l in e d  to  go f i s h in g  ab ro ad  
f o r  a l t e r n a t i v e  f o lk iv e  a t t e n t i o n  f o r  i t s  own p e o p le , now 
th a t  may have im p l ic a t io n s  f o r  our w e ll b e in g  w hich a re  some­
how l e s s  co m fo rtab le  to  c o n s id e r .  I t  may w e ll  be t h a t  th e  
i n s t a b i l i t y  i n  Po land  p rovokes th e  S o v ie t Union in to  a  more 
a g g re s s iv e  s ta n c e  in  r e l a t i o n  to  th e  c a p i t a l i s t  w o rld , s in c e  
we a re  w hether we l i k e  i t  o r  n o t ,  a  p a r t  o f  t h a t  u n iv e rs e  um 
and th e  consequences m ight n o t be e n t i r e l y  p le a s a n t ,  b u t t h a t ' s  
th e  most p e s s im is t ic  view , on th e  whole 1 th in k  i t  a p p e a rs  
to  be good in  th a t  i t  does i l l u s t r a t e  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f 
movement, a r e la x a t io n ,  a l i b e r a l i s a t i o n  o f  th e se  re g im e s .
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from w ith in .  Any p o s s i b i l i t y  o f e x te r n a l  in te r v e n t io n  can 
on ly  mean a k in d  o f war l i k e  s i t u a t i o n ,  i n t e r n a l l y  i t ' s  a 
d i f f e r e n t  s to r y ,  i f  th e  P o le s  can do i t  by th em se lv es , 
i f  th e y  canrranoeuvre and i t ' s  go ing  to  ta k e  g r e a t  s k i l l  in  
m anoeuvering to  g a in  an a l t e r n a t iv e  so u rce  o f power to  th e  
Communist p a r ty ,  th e n  th e re  i s  a p o s s i b i l i t y  o f some k in d  
o f d u a l pow er. A s i t u a t i o n  q u i te  new in  th e  communist w o rld , 
w hich th e  le a d e r s h ip  w i l l  have to ,  one way o r a n o th e r  
accommodate o r  c ru s h . I t  depends I  th in k  so much on th e  s k i l l  
w ith  w hcih th e  S o l id a r i ty  peop le  move. T h e y 're  v e ry  in e x p e r ­
ie n c e d  p o l i t i c a l l y  and th e y  have in  some s e n s e s , th e  u n fo r tu n a te  
I  th in k  u n fo r tu a n te  from my k in d  o f s e c u la r ,  l i b e r a l ,  d em o cra tic  
v iew , a  r e l i a n c e  upon th e  church  a s  a so u rce  o f  autonomy and 
s u p p o r t.  The p ro g re s s iv e n e s s  o f  th e  C a th o lic  church  seems 
to  me to  be somewhat dub ious and l im i te d ,  b u t none th e  l e s s  
in  so f a r  a s  i t  does s e t  up an a l t e r n a t i v e  so u rce  o f  power 
and a u th o r i ty ,  th e n  i t ' s  c le s ir ly  to  be welcomed, j u s t  how f a r  
i t  can go, w e l . . .
RVIEWER You d o n 't  know?
I t ' s  h a rd  to  sa y , h i s to r i a n s  by t r a i n in g  a re  c a u t io u s  ab o u t 
so o th -s a y in g  a n d . .  no p r e d ic t io n  i s  j u s t  a t  th e  end o f  th e  
day, one plump a g a in s t  a n o th e r  plump, th e r e  i s  no r a t i o n a l  
b a s i s  f o r  i t .  I t ' s  only, a f te rw a rd s  t h a t  we can see  w here we 
a r e ,  a t  th e  moment i t ' s  -  hope, f e a r . . .
{VIEWER In  th a t  o rd e r?
,Yes I  th in k  so , um .. y e s  I  th in k  so , i t  makes l i f e  e a s ie r .
{VIEWER Have you g o t any f i r s t  hand in fo rm a tio n  on w h a t 's  g o in g  on 
in  Poland?
No, my knowledge i s  v e ry  la r g e ly  im m ediated by th e  G uard ian .
ÎV1EWER 1 see  ( la u g h te r )
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And s in c e  I  don’t  have a t e l e v i s i o n  and a r a d io , not much more,
ERVIEWER I s  i t  th rough  cho ice  t h a t  you d o n 't  have a te le v is io n ?
By cho ice  y e s .  I  d i s l i k e  te l e v i s i o n  on th e  whole and w ith  
th e  e x c e p tio n  o f one o r two odd f i lm s  th e re  i s  n o t much I  
want to  s e e .  I  d o n 't  speak P o lis h  o f  cou rse  so i t ' s . . .
ERVIEWER Do you know any P o l is h  peop le  over h ere?
U m ... one o r two b u t i t  d o e s n 't  um ..
CRVIEWER Nobody who h as  s o r t  o f  come back from Po land  j u s t  r e c e n t ly ?
ence on t e l e v isio n
IRVIEWER
No, most o f  th e  peo p le  I  know te n d  to  be P o l is h  Jew s who go t 
out d u rin g  th e  war y e a rs  o r j u s t  b e fo re ,  d u rin g  o r  j u s t  a f t e r ,  
whose memories o f Po land  a s  a  whole a re  n o t p a r t i c u l a r l y  fond 
ones and who a re  more th a n  w i l l in g  to  l e t  th e  P o le s  stew  i n  
t h e i r  own j u i c e .  So t h e r e 's  no f i r s t  hand in fo rm a tio n  o f 
v a lu e  coming from t h a t  so u rce  -  i t ' s  th e  G uard ian  w hich isu m .. 
w e ll where I  g e t most o f  what I  g e t and you know th e  B .B .C . news
R igh t a  change o f  to p i c ,  I  was a c tu a lly ^  go ing  to  a sk  you 
what you th o u g h t abo u t t e l e v i s i o n  programmes and in  p a r t i c u l a r  
about v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n ,  now a t  some s ta g e  you m ust have 
w atched t e l e v i s i o n .
Um.. Y es. I c a n ' t  say  t h a t  I  have v e ry  s tro n g  view s abou t 
v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  p a r t l y  because I  suppose b ecau se  I  f  
d o n 't  have c h i ld re n  a s  such and th e re f o r e  d o n 't  im m ed ia te ly  
f e e l  any im m ediate come back  from se e in g  th e  c h i ld r e n  ap e in g  
I  suppose th e  v a lu e s  and, m anners and s t y l e s  o f  t e le v is io n o  
Um.. I  h a v e n 't  n o tic e d  in  th e  s t r e e t  peop le  a s  such making 
some k in d  o f s im ple r e p l i c a t i o n  o f  l i f e  a s  p o r tra y e d  on t e le v is io n  
I  d o n 't  f e e l  i t ' s  a  v e ry  r e a l  p rob lem . A gain th e  r a t i o n a l  
k in d  o f academ ic view i s  th a t  we need more in fo rm a tio n  abou t 
th e  im pact o f  t e l e v i s i o n  and one b e g in s  to  c o n jo u r v i s io n s  o f
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S .S .R .C . aw ards and p r o je c t s  and peop le  k ep t b e in g  k ep t 
in  g a in fu l  employment in  consequence. I t ’ s  v e ry  h a rd ,
I  would have th o u g h t to  p in p o in t  any k in d ■o f c a u s a t iv e  in  
r e l a t io n s h ip  betw een p o p u la r  b eh av io u r and t e l e l v i s i o n ,  though 
I  im agine th e  lan g u ag e , everyday  language h as  ab so rbed  a 
good d e a l o f  s c r i p t  w r i t e r 's  im agery , s t y l e s ,  b e h a v io u r ,
I  would im agine t h a t  i s  th e  k in d  o f  th in g  th a t  goes on in  
d is c o s  o r  w herever young peo p le  co n g reg a te  th e se  days um ..
ERVIEWER F or exam ple, I  was th in k in g  i n  te rm s o f t e l e v i s i o n  ; programmes 
l i k e  th e  P r o f e s s io n a ls  o r K ojak w hich you p ro b ab ly  have se e n .
DEAN I  have in d eed .
DRVIEWER Which a re  q u i te  v io l e n t .
Yes th e y  a re  q u i te  v io l e n t ,  th e  P r o f e s s io n a ls  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  
w hich seems to  me a  v e ry  v io le n t  programme, w hich h a l f  o f 
i t s  d ram a tic  c o n te n t r e l i e s  upon p eo p le  b e in g  h u r le d  th ro u g h  
g la s s  windows and c a r s  b e in g  smashed up and b u t t s  o f  guns 
b e in g  p u t in t o  p e o p le 's  f a c e s ,  a g a in " I ' m n o t s u re  t h a t . . . . .
I  th in k  t h a t  most p eo p le  can make th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  v e ry  c l e a r l y  
betw een th e  t e l e v i s i o n  f a n ta s y  w o rld , w hich th e y  m ight e n jo y , 
and o b v io u s ly  do en jo y  ju d g in g  by th e  r a t i n g s  and th e  e v e ry  
day w orld  th e y  i n h a b i t .  I  d o n 't  th in k  th e r e  i s  a  s im p le  c a r ry  
o v e r , th e r e  i s  o b v io u s ly  -  th e r e  may w e ll  be some, l e t  me be 
more academ ic ab o u t t h i s ,  th e r e  may w e ll  be some c a r r y  o v e r , 
b u t um .. to  o b serv e  i t  i n  ev e ry  day l i f e  seems to  me to  be 
r a th e r  d i f f i c u l t ,  b u t th e n  th e  p r o f e s s io n a l  academ ics d o n 't  
in h a b i t  ev e ry  day l i f e  and i t  may w e ll  be t h a t  w e 'r e  n o t 
v e ry  o b s e rv a n t.
IRVIEWER Would you say  t h a t  s p o r ts  l i k e  box ing  and ju d o , w hich a re  
g iv e n  wide coverage on a  S a tu rd ay  a re  tan tam oun t to  f r in g e  
v io le n c e ?
164
M I 'm  su re  th e y  do and I  h a te  to  adm it th a t  I  am r a th e r  fond
o f b o x in g , um .. b u t yes I  th in k  th a t  i s  th e  glam our o f th e se  
k in d s  o f s p o r ts  w ith o u t a  doubt i t  r e s id e s  in  th e  v io le n t  
e lem ent y e s .  I  th in k  th a t  v io le n c e  i s  a t t r a c t i v e  in  a s  much 
a s  war f i lm s ,  war l i t e r a t u r e ,  th e  whole war ex p e rien ce  i s  one 
o f  p e r e n n ia l  f a s c in a t io n  f o r  peo p le  o f  a l l  age g roups I  th in k .  
Yes th e r e  c l e a r ly  i s  an a t t r a c t i o n  abou t v io le n c e .
ERVIEWER Would you say  th a t  v io lP ^ c e  in  t e l e v i s i o n  programmes and s o r t
o f  v io le n t  s p o r ts  l i k e  box ing  and judo  a r e . . .  a id s  s o r t  
o f  v io le n c e  in  dom estic  s i tu a t io n s ?
dean Um.. v e ry  v e ry  h a rd  to  sa y , v e ry  v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  we know th a t
p e rs o n a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  v io le n c e  i n  p e rs o n a l r e l a t i o n s  ov er tim e 
d o n 't  r e q u i r e  t e l e v i s i o n  to  make them v io l e n t .  We know th a t
i n  th e  m iddle ages -  by ou r own s ta n d a rd s  p e rs o n a l  r e l a t i o n ­
s h ip s  i n ,  i n  se x u a l te rm s w ere r a th e r  c o a rse  and in d e e d  r a t h e r  
v i o l e n t .  One knows th a t  p e rh ap s  two t h i r d s  o f  th e  g lo b e  to d a y  
. - . .o u ts id e  o f  th e  i n d u s t r i a l i s e d  w orld  have v e r y - d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  .
o f  s ta n d a rd s  o f  p e rs o n a l  r e l a t io n s h ip  w hich a r e  in d ep d n d en t. o f  
any k in d  o f  m edia in t e r v e n t io n .  So i s  th e r e  a  s im p le  co n n ec t­
io n  -  I  am s c e p t i c a l .  T hat th e re  may w e ll  be a  p a r t i c u l a r  k in d  
o f  c o n n e c tio n  f o r  w e s te rn  European c u l tu r e s ,  y e s  I  suppose 
th e re  a lm ost c e r t a in l y  i s .  Though to  s p e c ify  i t  I  w ould th in k  
I  would be r a t h e r  h a rd  p u t a t  th e  moment, um .. v e ry  h a rd  a g a in  
b e in g  a  s in g le  chap and n o t b e in g  p rone to  b ash  women around  
a s  su ch , and even i f  I  w ere I 'm  n o t go ing  to  say  ( la u g h te r )  
v e ry  h a rd  to  say  I  c a n ' t  say  t h a t  I 'v e  e v e r  a c t u a l l y  seen  a  
row w hich m ight be a  k in d  o f  c l a s s i c  ca se  o f  betw een  husband 
and w ife ,  o r  c h i ld r e n  and p a r e n ts ,  i n  w hich th e y  have r e s o r t e d  to  
T.V. language and im agery to  e x p la in  what th e y  a re  d o in g .
The ran g e  o f  v io le n c e  and th e  e x p re s s io n  o fv io le n c e  seems to  
me to  be v e ry  much p a r t  o f  a  autonomous so u rce  bound up w ith  
th e  c u l tu r e  o f  ev e ry  day I  th in k ,  w hich a lm o st
c e r t a in l y  p r e - d a te s  t e l e v i s i o n .  So p e rh ap s  i s  sh arp en ed  
in  some r e s p e c t s  by i t .  We need more r e s e a r c h  i s  th e  s ta n d a rd  
form . (Laugh tein)
LOONING/SOLAR ENERGY
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CRVIEWER R igh t in  August in  a c tu a l  f a c t  a fe llo w  c ro sse d  th e  channe l 
u s in g  a  b a llo o n  and s o la r  energy  -  I  d o n 't  know i f  you 
remember re a d in g  about th i s ?
Vaguely y e s .
CRVIEWER Do you see  b a l lo o n in g  a s  a  form o f  t r a n s p o r t  i n  th e  f u tu r e ?
W ell b a l lo o n in g /a i r s h ip s ,  y e s  I  im agine t h a t  i t  must have some 
k in d  o f  a t t r a c t i o n ,  in d eed  I  a ls o  re a d  som ething  ab o u t some f irm  
have r e c e n t ly  developed  an a i r s h ip  y e t  a g a in . A p p a ren tly  t h i s  
can be econom ical c l e a r ly  g iv e n  th e  s o a r in g  c o s t  o f  a v i a t io n  
f u e l  and i t s  in c re a s in g  s c a r c i t y  and no d o u b t, e x p e rim en ts  
w ith  a i r s h i p s  w i l l  be bound to  c o n tin u e .
IRVIEWER T h is  i s  a  z e p p e lin  type?
T h is  ty p e  o f  th in g  y e s .  W hether i t ' s  v ia b le  i s  beyond me, 
and I  must adm it t h a t  i n  a l l  h o n es ty  i t ' s  n o t th e  k in d  o f  - 
problem  t h a t  r e a l l y  engages me v e ry  much. The e c o lo g ic a l  ; 
s id e  o f  th e  w orld  th e  d i s a s t e r  s id e  o f  i t ,  seem s to  me to  be 
a  m a tte r  o f  you know, no r e a l  im p o rtan ce . P e rh ap s  t h a t  sa y s  
more abo u t th e  e c o lo g is t s  th a n  abou t o u r s e lv e s  and ab o u t th e  
a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  r e s o u r c e s .  So I  must adm it t h a t  I  d o n 't  ta k e  
to o  much n o t i c e ,  I  must adm it t h a t  I  te n d  to  be more p r i c e  
c o n sc io u s  abou t th e  c o s t  o f  a i r  t i c k e t s  th a n  ab o u t um .. b u t  
even th e n  I  d o n 't  see  m yself b e in g  f e r r i e d  a c r o s s  th e  ch an n e l 
i n  an a i r  b a l lo o n .
RVIEWER I  was j u s t  w ondering becau se  o b v io u s ly  s o l a r  en erg y  i s  coming 
i n t o  i t s e l f  in  th e  form o f  s o la r  h e a t in g  and we have g o t 
q u i te  a  few p r o je c t s  up h e re  i n  M ilto n  Keynes h a v e n 't  we, 
r e v o lv in g  around s o la r  en e rg y .
So I  u n d e rs ta n d .
RVIEWER Which I  have looked  a t  and I  j u s t  wondered i f  you s o r t  o f  
d id  ad voca te  any a l t e r n a t i v e  form s o f  te ch n o lo g y ?
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W ell I  w ouldn’ t  say I  adv o ca te  th a t  i s  f a r  to o  s tro n g , I  would 
th in k  o b v io u s ly , one i s  in t e r e s t e d  in  p r ic e  s t a b i l i t y  and i f  
a l t e r n a t i v e  form s o f energy  would p ro v id e  i t ,  i t  would make 
you f e e l  good a t  th e  same tim e , b u t you a re  n o t d e p le t in g  
t h i s  v a lu a b le  re so u rc e  which i s  i r r e p l a c e a b le ,  th e n  o f  c o u rse , 
i t  sounds comendable b o th  in  te rm s o f c o s t and m o ra l i ty ,  an 
id e a l  com bination , b u t I  w ouldn’t  say  I  adv o ca te  i t .
IRVIEWER P erh ap s adv o ca te  i s  a  b i t  s tro n g .
THIRD WORLD
RVIEWER
I  mean l i k e  most p e o p le , I  would be more l i k e l y  to  p r e s s  fo r  
a wage in c re a s e  to  pay th e  c o s t o f  th e  s c a rc e  re s o u rc e  r a th e r  
th a n  conserve  and th a t  i s  i t  I ’m a f r a i d . .
How do you see  th e  developm ent o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld  p o l i t i c a l l y  
and econom ica lly?
æ. STRIKERS
You see  a g a in , to  a sk  h i s t o r i a n s  to  f o r e c a s t  - h i s t o r i a n s  5 
r e c o i l  i n s t i n c t i v e l y ,  i t ’ s  dangerous, th e  w orld  i s  one o f  th o s e   ^
funny p la c e s  which te n d s  n o t to  conform to  ones p r e d i c t i c t i b n s ,  
i f  you mean how do I  see  i t  i n  th e  p r e d i c t i l v e  s e n s e , I  c o u ld * n t 
r e a l l y  t e l l  you . How would I  l i k e  to  see  i t  i s  q u i te  d i f f e r e n t .
To t e l l  you how one would l i k e  to  see  i t ,  o b v io u s ly  one would 
l i k e  to  see  p e a c e , p r o s p e r i ty  d i f fu s e d  on a  g rand  s c a le ,  and 
o f  c o u rse , l e a r n in g  becau se  le a r n in g  i s  a  fu n c t io n  o f ,  to  a  
c e r t a in  d e g re e , p r o s p e r i ty  and s in c e  I ’m i n  th e  p r o f e s s io n a l  
b u s in e s s  o f  d is s e m in a tin g  le a r n in g  i t ’ s  jo b s  f o r  th e  b o y s , 
um b u t t h a t  i s  th e  c ru d e s t way o f  lo o k in g  a t  i t ,  b u t  from  a  
m oral p p in t  o f  view o b v io u s ly  p e rh ap s  two t h i r d s  o f  th e  w o rld  
l i v in g  on th e  v erge  o f  s u b s is te n c e  i s  r e a l l y  n o t a c c e p ta b le  
to  any , I  was go ing  to  say  v i v i l i s e d  b u t t h a t  i s  n o t  q u i t e  th e  
r i g h t  w ord, to  p eo p le  w ith  an average  sen se  o f  m o ra l i ty  I  would 
have th o u g h t. I  wonder i f  t h a t ’ s  t h a t  o v e r  s t r o n g ly
developed  to  f in d  p o v e r ty  o f f e n s iv e .
{VIEWER I  th in k  i t  was on ly  l a s t  week o r  maybe th e  week b e fo re  t h a t  
th a t  th e  hunger s t r i k e  came to  an end in  th e  Maize p r i s o n  
in  B e l f a s t .  Up u n t i l  t h a t  tim e th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  w ere p re p a re d  
to  go on l i t e r a l l y  u n t i l  t h e i r - d e a t h s ,  umo. do you see  th e s e  
p eo p le  a s  p o l i t i c a l  p r i s io n e r s  o r p r i s io n e r s  o f  c o n sc ie n c e  and 
do you th in k  th e y  sho u ld  have go t p o l i t i c a l  s ta tu s ?
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I  th in k  th e se  peop le  a re  c l e a r ly  p o l i t i c a l  an im als  so to  speak ,
I  th in k  th e y  ought to  be t r e a t e d ,  t h a t  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  
ought to  be conceded. I  th in k  th a t  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  t a c t i c  o f th e  
hunger s t r i k e  h as  been  used  in  a c a lc u la te d  se n se , i t ’ s d es ig n ed  
to  p u t th e  B r i t i s h  governm ent in  th e  w o rst p o s s ib le  l i g h t  in  
th e  w orld  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  in  th e  U n ited  S ta te s  where th e  
I r i s h  v o te  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t .  But i t  i s  one th a t  h as  no s p e c ia l  
m e r i t ,  i t  seems to  me t h a t  i t  i s  a  r a t i o n a l  t a c ' i c  t h a t  a l t e r n a t e s  
w ith  th e  bomb, w ith  th e  b a l l o t  box , i t  i s  on th e  same k in d  o f  
c o n t in u a l ,  th e  consequences a re  c l e a r ly  f a r  more o f fe n s iv e  and 
p eop le  dy ing  o r  w hatever th e  number may be would have b een , 
c l e a r ly  h as  a  d ram a tic  r e g i s t r a t i o n  o f a  p r o t e s t  t h a t  no o th e r  
form seems to  h av e , and I  th in k  t h a t  th e  p eo p le  who a re  
o rgaris in g  th e  cam paign a re  aware o f  t h i s  and t h a t  i t  s im p ly  
i s  a  p o l i t c a l  t a c t i c  and th e  re sp o n se  ought to  be i n  p o l i t i c a l  
te rm s , t h a t  i t ’ s  n a iv e  to  im agine t h a t  by sim ply  c a l l i n g  th e s e  
peo p le  c r im in a ls ,  t e r r o r i s t s  o r  any o th e r  k in d  o f  name w i l l  be 
s u f f i c i e n t  to  make them go away, i t  w i l l  c e r t a in l y  m o b i l is e  
your own p o p u la tio n  a g a in s t  them w hich I  am su re  i s  w hat th e  - .
B r i t i s h  a u t h o r i t i e s  want to  d o ^ : I t  d o esn ’t  do o u ts id e  o f  
B r i t a in ,  i t  d o esn ’ t  have th e  same e f f e c t  and i t  c e r t a i n l y  h a s  
no e f f e c t  a t  a l l  amongst th e  C a th o lic  p o p u la tio n  b o th  i n  th e  
n o r th  and I  th in k  o f  th e  s o u th , v e ry  l im i t e d .  There i s  c le a n ly  
an a p p e a l w hich th e  I .E .A . ta p s  -  a  n a t i o n a l i s t  a p p e a l w hich 
i s  c l e a r ly  p o l i t i c a l ,  w hich may w e ll  be iq c ra c t ic a l ,p ro b a b ly  i s ,  
b u t w hich i s n ’t  v e ry  r e p r e s e n ta t iv e  in  te rm s o f  n u ts  and b o l t s ,  
b u t i n  te rm s o f  i t s  r e a l i t y  and i n  te rm s o f  p e o p le ’s  s u s c e p t­
i b i l i t y  to  t h a t  a p p e a l i t ’ s  v e ry  v e ry  r e a l .
RVIEWER Yes so a t  th e  u n s e t o f  a l l  o f  t h i s ,  do you th in k  t h a t  th e  
a c tu a l  hunger s t r i k e  was w orthw hile?
For th e  f a m i l ie s  o f  th e  deceased  I
RVIEWER I  th in k  i t  was abou t te n  a c t u a l l y .
Yes I  th in k  i t  i s  te n ,  f o r  th e  f a m i l ie s  o f th e  d eceased  I  have
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ŒES
RVIEWER
r e s e r v a t io n s  I  th in k ,  th e  w il l in g n e s s  o f th e  f a m i l ie s  to  
in te rv e n e  in c r e a s in g ly  a f t e r  abou t th e  f i f t h  in d i c a te s  t h a t  
th e  f a m i l ie s  th em se lv es  were no lo n g e r  w i l l in g  to  see  t h e i r  
r e l a t i v e s  b e in g , what th e y  th o u g h t o f a s  used  f o r  a  much l a r g e r  
cam paign. They saw human b e in g s  dy in g , t h e i r  own f l e s h  and b lo o d  
r a th e r  th a n  p o l i t c a l  p o in t s  b e in g  s c o re d . Had i t  been  a bomb 
over th e  w a te r  on th e  m ain land  th e n  i t  may w e ll have been  f a r  
more p rone to  g e t th e  ap p lau se  o f  th e  p o p u la tio n .  When i t  i s  
your own nephew o r son th e n  c l e a r ly  th e  a b s t r a c t  concep t i s  
somewhat d im in ish e d . So from t h a t  p o in t  o f  v iew , c l e a r ly  i t  
was ru n n in g  o u t o f  m ileage  and i t  was ru n n in g  o u t because  th e  
f a m i l i e s  th e m se lv es  w e re w illin g  to  in te rv e n e  in c r e a s in g ly  
to  p re v e n t th e  s t r i k e  h av in g  i t s  e f f e c t  and th e  B r i t i s h  govern ­
ment was c l e a r ly  en jo y in g  i t  and b e g in in g  to  c a p i t a l i s e  on i t ,  
r a th e r  d e a f ly  b u t non th e  l e s s  c l e a r ly ,  i t  was becom ing c o u n te r ­
p ro d u c tiv e  and so I  th in k  would have had to  have been  c a l l e d  
o f f  i n  any c a s e , w hether i t  was e f f e c t iv e  o r  n o t -  i t  depends 
on, I  mean i t  depends on te rm s o f  m o b ilis in g  Am erican o p in io n , 
w orld  o p p in io n  i t  was v e ry  e f f e c t i v e ,  i n  te rm s  o f  advanc ing  
th e  cause  o f  I r i s h  u n i ty  I  would have th o u g h t i t  had no e f f e c t  
w hatsoever and t h a t  th e  p r o t e s t a n t s  a re  more th a n  e v e r  a l i e n a t e d  
from th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a  u n i te d  I r e la n d  and w i l l  f i g h t  to  
p re v e n t i t  and w i l l  a lm ost c e r t a in l y  p re v e n t i t ,  th e y  a re  a  
fo rm id ab le  fo rc e  I  th in k  w hich c a n ’t  be u n d e re s tim a te d .
O.K. Thanks Dean , som ething co m p le te ly  d i f f e r e n t ,  have you 
g o t any h o b b ie s  o r  a c t i v i t i e s  w hich you engage i n  o u ts id e  
o f  th e  OPen U n iv e r s i ty  w hich s o r t  o f  r e a l l y  tu r n  you on , g e t  
you g o in g .
Y es, y e s  my p r in c i p a l  hobby o u ts id e  o f  th e  0 en U n iv e r s i ty  um, 
can be summed up a s , I  suppose ch a s in g  women ( la u g h te r )
IRVIEWER I s n ’t  t h a t  your hobby in s id e  th e  O.U?
W ell y e s  b u t th e  fe rv o u r  w ith  w hich I  b r in g  to  th e  cause  
in c re a s e s  o u ts id e .  P a r t l y  b ecau se  th e  consequences a re  l e s s  
damaging i f  an y th in g  goes wrong. H obbies i n  th e  sen se  o f  d o - i t -  
y o u r s e l f  i n  th e  sen se  o f  you know, house p ro u d , c a r  m ech an ic s.
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c o l le c t in g  stam ps th e n  no, I  f in d  them a l l  d re a d fu l th in g s .
I 'm  a  g r e a t  one fo r  w andering around th e  co u n try , s o c i a l i s in g ,  
e a t in g  um .. th a t  k in d  o f th in g ,  o r cinema I  l i k e  a  l o t  o f .
CR VIEWER Yet You d o n 't  l i k e  te le v is io n ?
Oh no I  l i k e  n ic e  escap ism  w ith  a  meal to  go a f te rw a rd s ,  I  l i k e  
an e v e n t, t e l e v i s i o n  i s  n o t an ev en t i t ' s  j u s t  r o u t in e .  Cinema 
i s  an e v e n t .  Yes b u t I  have no fo rm al h o b b ie s  in  th e  a c c e p te d  
sense  I  th in k .
IRVIEWER And you d o n 't  ; ^ l y  an in s tru m e n t o r engage i n  g a rd en in g ?
DEAN I  c e r t a in l y  d o n 't  engage in  g a rd e n in g , I  u sed  to  p la y  an 
in s tru m e n t b u t I  d o n 't  f in d  th e  tim e anym ore, b u t th e n  s in c e  
i t  was drums, i t  was a  r a th e r  a n t i - s o c i a l  in s tru m e n t i n  any 
case  ( la u g h te r )  um .. y e s . ,  no fo rm al h o b b ie s  i n  th e  a c c e p te d  
sense  o f  th e  w ord.
IRVIEWER So i n  a c tu a l  f a c t ,  your OPen U n iv e r s i ty  w o rk ..s p i l ls . .o v e r in to  
your p r iv a t e  l i f e ?  •
Yes I  suppose so , p a r t l y  becau se  one o f  th e  g r e a t  jo y s  o f  
w orking a s  an academ ic p a r t i c u l a r l y  a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty  
I  suppose i s  th e  absence o f i n d u s t r i a l  d i s c i p l i n e ,  You have 
r e l a t i v e  freedom  i n  te rm s o f  tim e , th e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o f  th e  
work i t s e l f  to  th e  p o in t  t h a t  work i s n ' t  a  n in e  t o  f iv e  
o c c u p a tio n  b ecause  o f  th e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  and th e  in h e re n t  
c r e a t i v i t y ,  a t  l e a s t  I  th in k  o f  i t  a s  c r e a t i v i t y  anyway, 
w ith in  th e  w ork, i t  makes no d i f f e r e n c e  where you do i t ,  you know 
i t ' s  something w hich goes on and fa d e s  o u t when one becom es 
t i r e d  o r  h a s  th in g s  to  do 
Y es.
RVIEWER T h a t 's  why th e y 'r e  f i t  i s  i t ?
I  th in k  so .
RVIEWER
3E TO SOMEONE 
ING MARRIED
O.K. have you g o t any ad v ice  you would g iv e  to  somebody 
g e t t in g  m arried ?
170
Yes, I  th in k  s t a t i s t i c a l l y ,  d e lay  i t  u n t i l  y o u 'r e ,  th e  n e a re r  
you a re  tow ards f o r ty  th e  more chance you have o f  your 
m arriag e  s u rv iv in g .a p p a re n t ly .
ERVIEWER R ea lly ?
So I  u n d e rs ta n d , so i n  t h a t  sense  g iv en  th e  in c r e a s in g  r a t e  
o f  m a rriag e  f a i l u r e  and g iv en  th e  c o s t o f  m a rriag e  f a i l u r e ,  
th e  m onetary  c o s t a s  w e ll a s  th e  em o tio n al one, p a r t i c u l a r l y  
th e  m onetary  one because  th e  c o u r ts  in  t h i s  co u n try  a re  v e ry  
prone to  be v e ry  sy m p ath e tic  tow ards th e  fem a les  th e s e  days 
g iv in g  them f i f t y  p e r  c e n t o f  e v e ry th in g , a  d r e a d f u l ly  
r e g r e s s iv e  developm ent, um ..p rudence i s  c a l le d  f o r .
No s e r io u s ly  no ad v ice  w hatsoever go ah ead , i t ' s  a  l o t t e r y  
l i k e  e v e ry th in g  e l s e .
IRVIEWER You would see  i t  l i k e  t h a t  would you ?
Iz I  th in k  s o .
IRVIEWER You would s t i l l  adv o ca te  m a rr ia g e /a s  opposed to  s o r t  o f  
l i v i n g  w ith  someone?
I  d o n 't  f e e l  s t r o n g ly  abou t i t  e i t h e r  way, I  th in k  t h a t  th e  
ad v an tag es  o f  m arriag e  a re  r e a l l y  s o c ia l  a d v an tag es  and  c u l t u r a l  
ones and p e rh a p s  economic ones r a th e r  th a n  p e r s o n a l  ones a s  s u c h . , 
I  th in k  i t  i s  p e r f e c t ly  adeq u a te  to  l i v e  o u ts id e  th e  bounds o f  
w edlock so lo n g  a s  you and your p a r tn e r  a re  c o n te n te d . The 
a c tu a l  fo rm al ceremony seems to  me to  be o f  no consequence 
u n le s s  o f  co u rse  one member o f  th e  p a r tn e r s h ip  f e e l s  th e  need  
f o r  t h a t  cerem ony. I t  c o s ts  n o th in g , th e r e  i s  no p r in c i p l e  
in v o lv e d  to  go a lo n g  w ith  i t  um .. th e  a d v an tag es  I  suppose 
a re  r e a l l y  f o r  c h i ld r e n  um ..  in  a s  much a s  th e y  can be s u b je c te d  
to  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  abuse f o r  no good re a s o n  and th e r e  i s  no 
re a so n  to  s u b je c t  them p e rh ap s  to  t h a t , . b u t  beyond t h a t  th e r e  
seems to  be no p a r t i c u l a r  advan tage I  would have th o u g h t ,  ex c e p t
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fo r  i n v i t a i t o n s  th e  w ording o f them sometimes i s  t r i c k y ,  b u t  
t h a t ' s  go ing  a g a i n s t  conven tion  and I  mean to  h e l l  w ith  i t .
I  have no adv ice  to  o f f e r  anyone on m arr iag e  I  would have tho u g h t 
t h a t  you know, you pays y e r  money and you ta k e s  y e r  cho ice  
( l a u g h te r )
R ight can you t e l l  me what you th i n k  your job  in v o lv e s  a t  
th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ?
(s ig h )  what i t  in v o lv e s ,  i t  in v o lv e s  1 suppose above a l l  
communication, communication to  an aud ience  who one s e e s  v e ry  
r a r e l y ,  h as  v e ry  l i t t l e  p h y s ic a l  c o n ta c t  w ith  um .. and t h e r e f o r e ,  
one i s  reduced  to  e x p re s s in g  id e a s  and o n e 's  own p e r s o n a l i t y  
to  some e x t e n t ,  th ro u g h  th e  medium v e ry  l a r g e l y  o f  p r i n t ,  backed  
up by r a d io  and t e l e v i s i o n ,  b u t  w ith o u t  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  
comeback, t h e r e f o r e ,  i t  r e q u i r e s  you to  a n t i c i p a t e  i n  a  more 
u n u su a l  degree  1 t h i n k ,  th e  re s p o n s e s  o f  o n e ' s  a u d ien ce ,  
now th e  su b s tan ce  o f  th e  communication o b v io u s ly  d i f f e r s  by 
d i s c i p l i n e  i n  te rm s o f  i t s  p a r t i c u l a r i t i e s  and 1 suppose i n  
-broad te rm s  i t  i n v o lv e s ,  because  we a re  in v o lv e d  i n  g iv in g  a  
g e n e ra l  deg ree  and i t  i s  p a r t  o f  Jbhe p h i l lo s o p h y  o f  th e  OPen 
U n iv e r s i t y  and th e  i d e a l s  you know o f . a  b r o a d e r - l i b e r a l :  % : _ _ _
e d u c a t io n  f o r  p a r t i c u l a r l y  peop le  who m issed  o u t  f o r  v a r io u s  
c i rc u m s ta n c e s .
RVIEWER Second tim e around i f  you l i k e ?
ÜR VIEWER
Yes one would s u b s c r ib e  to  a l l  th o s e  v a lu e s  o b v io u s ly ,  urao th e  
p a r t i c u l a r i t i e s  though , a re  d i f f i c u l t ,  th e y  pose c o n s id e r a b le  
d i f f i c u l t i e s  because  one i s  u sed  t o  a  sem inar s i t u a t i o n  o f  
e n d le s s  e x p la n a t io n s  t i l l  th e  s tu d e n t  g r a s p s  th e  b a s i c  p o i n t ,  
t h a t  i s n ' t  a v a i l a b l e  any more and t h a t  does  r e q u i r e  you t o  
t r im  b o th  th e  s u b s t a n t iv e  c o n te n t  1 t h i n k  o f  th e  d i s c i p l i n e  
and to  fo c u s  upon and s e l e c t  sometimes a r b i t r a r i l l y  i n  some 
r e s p e c t s ,  th o s e  e lem en ts  which g iv e  th e  minimal b a s i s  t o  say  
t h a t  a  s tu d e n t  h a s  g rasp ed  t h a t  d i s c i p l i n e .
You've go t to  be q u i t e  c l e a r  th in k in g  th e n  i n  a c t u a l  f a c t ?
172
CRVIEWEE
I t  r e q u i r e s  c l a r i t y  o f  though t and c l a r i t y  o f  e x p re s s io n  
and 1 th in k  i t ' s  th e  l a t t e r  t h a t  d e te rm in e s  th e  form er i n  
many r e s p e c t s .
O bviously  l e c t u r i n g  i n  an o rd in a ry  u n i v e r s i t y  c o l le g e  
d o e s n ' t  r e q u i r e  th o s e  e lem en ts  n e c e s s a r i l l y  a r  a l l
No i t  d o e s n ' t
RVIEWER Because you have a  second chance a t  e x p la in in g  som ething 
o r  more th a n  a second chance?
DEAN
INTERESTED ARE YOU 
)P1CS IN THE NEWS?
tVIEWER
T h a t ' s  r i g h t  you a re  a l s o  s im ply  a v a i l a b l e ,  a  s tu d e n t  who i s  
concerned  can s im ply  c o l l a r  you a t  th e  end o f  th e  l e c t u r e  and 
say  o i  c h i e f  w h a t 's  t h a t  a l l  abou t 1 d o n ' t  u n d e rs ta n d  t h a t "  
and you w i l l  e x p la in ,  w hether  you want t o  o r  n o t  you w i l l  
e x p a l in .  That k in d  o f . ,  a l l  th e  p e r s o n a l  c o n t a c t s  a l l  th e  
th in g s  t h a t  a re  ta k e n  f o r  g ra n te d  have to  m ed ia ted  by p r i n t  " 
o r  t e l e v i s i o n  and r a d i o .  T e l e v is io n  l e s s  and l e s s  though , 
and r a d io  i n c r e a s i n g l y .   - . : . .
R e v e r t in g  back  to  t o p i c s  i n  th e  news, how i n t e r e s t e d  a r e  
you i n  th e s e  t o p i c s ?
DEAN Um..
VIEWER I  mean would you say  you a r e  v e ry  i n t e r e s t e d .
Yes. b u t  I  mean, i n  te rm s o f  th e  v e ry  medium, 1 d o n ' t  r e a l l y  
have a n y th in g  v e ry  p r e c i s e ,  1 would have th o u g h t  above 
av e ra g e ,  where ev e r  th e  ave rage  would be l o c a t e d  mine would 
be s l i g h t l y  above.
ŒEWER And would you th in k  you a r e  v e ry  w e l l  inform ed a l th o u g h  i f  
you j u s t  r e a d  th e  G u a r d i a n ^ . .
lEWER
Very w e ll  in form ed a g a in  above average  inform ed  r a t h e r  th a n  
v ery  w e l l  inform ed th e y  might n o t  be th e  same th i n g .
O.K. th e n  r i g h t  th a n k s  th e n  Dean .
.Gh n i L u ilion
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ITERVIEWER Right then  Dcr'k I 'm  going  to  d is c u s s  some to p i c s  w ith you 
and I 'm  i n t e r e s t e d  r e a l l y  in  how you th in k .
What do you th in k  abou t the  c u r r e n t  s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland 
a t  the  p r e s e n t  moment?
'RRICK
ERVIEWER
IRRICK
CRVIEWER
IICK
Umm I 'v e  a  l o t  o f  sympathy f o r  Walensa and h i s  w orkers ,  bu t 
1 th in k  i t ' s  ve ry  dangerous to  encourage them to  go too  f a r ,
because th e  S o v ie t  Union i s  a  danger to  Po land , f o r  obvious
s t r a t e g i c  r e a s o n s ,  th e y  cannot a l lo w  Poland to  go over to  what 
th e y  see  a s  th e  enemy in  th e  West- So t h a t  1 th in k  i t ' s  a  chance 
o f  g a in in g  and making some g a in s  fo r  the  P o l i s h  working c l a s s  
b u t  on ly  i f  he i s  v ery  v e ry  c a r e f u l .
I s  i t  p o s s i b l e  to  t a l k  up a  l i t t l e  b i t  because  we’r e  g e t t i n g
a b i t  low.
Yes I ' l l  t r y  and t a l k  up a  b i t .  1 d o n ' t  t h in k  t h a t  i t ' s  l i k e l y  
to  sp read  from Poland  because  th e  e s s e n t i a l  e lem ent i n  i t  t h a t ' s  
m iss in g  from th e  r e s t  o f  E a s te rn  Europe i s  th e  C a th o l ic  church  
which a c t s  a s  a  s e p a r a t e  non s t a t e  o r g a n s i s t i o n .  There i s  no 
e q u iv a le n t  o r g a n s i a t i o n  a s  f a r  a s  1 know i n  th e  r e s t  o f  E a s te rn  
Europe. Um.. th e  o th e r  th in g  i s  t h a t  1 f in d  r a t h e r  funny a b o u t 
i t  i s  t h a t  peo p le  who s u p p o r t  Walensa in  t h i s  c o u n t ry ,  many o f  . 
them a r e  a c t u a l l y  opposed to  f r e e  t r a d e  un ion  i n  t h e i r  own c o u n t ry  
a s  th e y  a r e  i n  th e  U n ite d  S t a t e s ,  y e t  th e r e  a r e  p re p a re d  to  
su p p o r t  i t  p ro v id in g  i t  happens in  someone e l s e s  c o u n t ry ,  1 j u s t  
f in d  t h a t  r a t h e r  am using.
What were you go ing  to  say  abou t th e  r o l e  o f  th e  C a th o l ic  church?
Well i t  p ro v id e s  f o r  P o land  a n a t io n a l  o r g a n i s a t i o n  which i s  
t o l e r a t e d  by th e  S t a t e  and communist p a r ty ,  y e t  i s  n o t  p a r t  o f  
th e  communist p a r ty  sy s tem . Now th e re  i s  no e q u iv a le n t  
o rg a n i s a t io n  a s  f a r  a s  1 know in  any o f  th e  o th e r  E a s te rn  
European c o u n t r i e s ,  th e  o th e r s  a r e  very  much s in g le  p a r ty  s t a t e s  
in  the  way t h a t  Poland i s n ' t  a s  long a s  i t  has a s e p a r a t e  
C a th o lic  ch u rch .  I t ' s  no t an u]ikjio\\r. phcnamon ;» n o th e r  
p la c e s  where o th e r  avenues  o f  p o l i t i c a l  e x p re s s io n  a r e  b locked
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o f f  t h a t  tlie chui'ch p la y s  an o p p o s i t i o n a l  p o l i t i c a l  r o l e ,  
i t  has lo r  American b la c k s  fo r  a number o f  y e a r s ,  th e re  
have been very  c lo s e  l i n k s  between th e  C iv i l  r i g h t s  movement 
and the  p r o t e s t a n t  churches  in  the  Southern  U nited  S t a t e s ,  
b lack  p r o t e s t a n t  churches  and fo r  very  much the  same re a s o n  
th a t  they  found i t  ex trem ely  d i f f i c u l t  to  o rg a n ise  o v e r t l y  
p o l i t i c a l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  in  o p p o s i t io n  to  th e  government so 
t h a t  th ey  had to  r e s o r t  u s in g  the  church a s  a v e h ic le  o f  
p o l i t i c a l  p r o t e s t .
INTERVIEWER
DERRICK
Anything e l s e
1 d o n ' t  t h in k  so . I 'm  n o t a s p e c i a l i s t  i n  Poland , 1 d o n ' t  
know a  g r e a t  d e a l  abou t i t .  1 have a l o t  o f  sympathy f o r  
th e  peop le  who l i v e  t h e r e .
INTERVIEWER
DERRICK
Well o b v io u s ly  o r g a n i s a t i o n  and system s a r e  im p o r tan t  
can you say  a  b i t  more abou t those?
Well 1 th in k  th e  key o r g a n i s a t io n  system i s  th e  C a th o l ic  
church , th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e r e  e x i s t s  a  l a r g e  and v e ry  power­
f u l  and r e l a t i v e l y  w ealthy  o r g a n i s a t io n  in  Poland which i s  
n o t  p , a r t  o f  th e  communist p a r ty  s t a t e  system i t ' s  n o t  
d u p l i c a te d  to  th e  same e x t e n t  i n  any o th e r  E a s t  European c o u n t ry  
um.. p o l i t i c a l l y  i t  i s  un ique  to  Poland  because  h i s t o r i c a l l y  
l i k e  I r e l a n d  th e r e  i s  a  l i n k  between P o l i s h  Nationalism " and 
C a th o l ic ism  um.. because  th e  two t r a d i t i o n a l ... enem ies o f  P o land  
were P r o t e s t a n t  Germany and P r o t e s t a n t  P r u s s i a  and o r th o d o x  
R ussia  so t h a t  th e  C a th o l ic  church p layed  an  im p o r ta n t  l i n k i n g  
r o l e  in  th e  whole concep t o f  P o l i s h  N atio n a lism  p a r t  o f  th e  
th in g  o f  b e in g  a  P o le  r a t h e r  than  a P ru s s ia n  o r  a  R uss ian  was 
to  be C a th o l ic  r a t h e r  than  P r o t e s t a n t  o r  o r th o d o x ,  um.. and 
i t  i s  because  th e y  have t h i s  deep ly  h i s t o r i c a l  l i n k  w ith  th e  
C a th o lic  church  and because  th e  C a th o l ic  church , p a r t l y  f o r  
t h a t  rea so n  i s  t o l e r a t e d  by th e  p a r ty  h ie r a r c h y  t h a t  th e y  have 
been a b le  to  use i t  a s  th e  c o re ,  around which S o l i d a r i t y  h as  
been a b le  to  o r g a n i s e .  1 d o n ' t  th in k  th a t  one can t a l k  a b o u t 
o r g a n i s a t io n a l  s t r u c t u r e s  in  the  case  o f  S o l i d a r i t y  a t  t h i s  
s ta g e  because  th e y  a r e  very  very  young, v ery  f l u i d ,  and i t ' s  
very d i f f i c u l t  to  see  where tliey a r e  o rg a n is e d ,  c e i a i n l y  frojn
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where we a r e .
INTERVIEWER
D E RRICK
INTERVIEWER
DERRICK
What do you mean by o r g a n i s a t io n a l  s tr u c tu r e ?
Well they  d o n ' t  have a union biireacracy. in  th e  way t h a t  the  
s t a t e  and the  church have a  b u reau c racy  and a h ie r a r c h y ,  um.. 
a t  the  moment S o l i d a r i t y  seems to  be l a r g e l y  p o l a r i s e d  around 
the  charism a o f  Walensa
Of what?
Walesa, W alinska, th e  l e a d e r  o f  th e  un ion .
INTERVIEWER Oh yes,
DERRICK And i t ' s  v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  to  t a l k  a t  t h i s  s ta g e  in  t h e i r  c a r e e r  
abou t how th a y  a r e  go ing  to  produce an o r g a n i s a t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e  
a s  opposed to  s im ply  a  movement based  on th e  charism a o f  one man. 
Though I ' v e  no doubt a t  a l l  t h a t  th e y  can g iv en a  l i t t l e  tim e 
and a  l i t t l e  e f f o r t  do s o .  But 1 th in k  t h a t  th e  e s s e n t i a l  
th in g  i s  th e  c lo s e  l i n k  w ith  th e  C a th o l ic  church , which g iv e s  
them a  base  indep en d en t o f  th e  p a r ty ,  th e  o n ly  danger i s  t h a t  
th e  p a r ty  cou ld  use  t h a t  a s  an  excuse n o t  o n ly  to  c ru sh  th e  
union b u t  th e  church  a s  w e l l .
NTERVIEWER Do you th in k  t h a t  i s  p o s s ib le ?
DERRICK
CRVIEWER
Yes 1 th in k  i t ' s  p o s s i b l e  to  do i t  i n  th e  s h o r t  term to  r e p r e s s  
bo th  fthe church  and th e  un io n ,  w hether i t  would work o u t  i n  th e  
long  term , p a r t l o f  th e  problem, o f  Poland from any g o v e rn m e n t 's  
p o in t  o f  view i s  t h a t  i t  h a s  a  h i s t o r y  o f  v io le n c e  and a 
h i s t o r y  o f  v i o l e n t  r e v o lu t io n  an in su rg en cy  t h a t  goes back to  
th e  e ig h te e n th  c e n tu ry  o r  b e fo re  and c o n seq u en tly  i t ' s  a  v e ry  
d i f f i c u l t  c o u n try  to  r e p r e s s ,  peop le  tend  n o t  to  a c c e p t  th e  
government in  th e  way in  t h a t  in  th e  more s e t t l e d  c o u n t r i e s  
o f  Western Europe we a r e  used  to  the  id e a  o f  peop le  a c c e p t in g  
th e  government and o n ly  u s in g  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  c h a n n e ls .  In  
Poland th e r e  i s  a h i s t o r y  o f  r e v o l t  which i s  v e ry  deep ly  
in g r a i n e d .
When d id  the  r e v o lu t io n  s t a r t  in  Poland, you s a id  a h i s t o r y  
o f  r e v o l t .
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I t ' s  very hard  to  d a te  i t ,  the  P o les  throughout t h e i r  h i s t o r y  
which goes back a thousand y e a rs  a s  a co u n try  have had 
r e v o lu t io n s  o f  v a r io u s  s o r t s  th e  co un try  i t s e l f  has been 
supp ressed  and d iv id e d  by the  su r ro u n d in g  powers - P r u s s i a ,
R uss ia ,  th e  Hapsbourg Monarchy s e v e r a l  t im es  in  i t s  h i s t o r y  
and i t ' s  alw ays r e t a i n e d  an i d e n t i t y  which i s  l a r g e l y  b u i l t  
around th e  C a th o l ic  church and i t  has  always had a t r a d i t i o n  
o f  u p r i s in g s  a g a i n s t  whoever i t  was r u l i n g  th e  co u n try  a t  th e  
t im e .  So i t ' s  a  v e ry  deep ly  in g ra in e d  -  th e  a t t i t u d e  o f  th e  
P o le s ,  th e  idea t h a t . t h e r e  i s  something l e g i t i m a t e  a g a in s to  
a n t i  s t a t e  v io l e n c e .
So would you g iv e  th e  P o l i s h  peop le  any a d v ice  a t  t h i s  tim e?
No -  because  I  d o n ' t  t h in k  t h a t  anybody on th e  o th e r  s id e  o f  
Europe w ith  a  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  s o c i a l  system and c l im a te  
i s  i n  a  p o s i t i o n  to  g iv e  them a d v ic e ,  I  th in k  th e y  have to  
work ou t th in g s  f o r  them se lves  and t h a t  however w e l l  meant a d v ic e  
from t h i s  s id e  o f  th e  w orld  i s ,  i t  makes a b s o lu t e ly  no sen se  
f o r  peop le  to  g iv e  i t  because  we j u s t  d o n ' t  have th e  knowledge 
o f  Poland  and i t s  p o l i t i c s  which a r e  a s  much a  m a t t e r  o f  th e  
f e e l in g  o f  th e  P o l ic h  peop le  a s  th e y  a r e  o f  s t r u c t u r e s  o r  
v o t in g  num bers, um.. to  g iv e  a d v ic e ,  I  t h in k  you g iv e  a d v ic e  
i t  i s  p o i n t l e s s  u n le s s  you a r e  v e ry  v e ry  f a m i l i a r  w ith  th e  
co u n try ,  th e  o n ly  pwople who can a d v is e  them a r e  t h e i r  own 
p e o p le .
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HOW does t h e i r  s t r u c t u r e  d i f f e r  from ours?
When you say  how i s  t h e i r  s t r u c t u r e  d i f f e r e n t  from o u r s ,  i n  
what way, what s t r u c t u r e .
Well y o u 'v e  j u s t  s a id  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  g iv in g  a d v ic e
I t  d i f f e r s ,  th ey  l i v e  in  a  v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  th ey  
l i v e  under a communist government, th ey  l i v e  in  a  s o c i e t y  
which a l th o u g h  i t  has  i n d u s t r i a l i s e d  enormously in  th e  p a s t  h a l f  
c e n tu ry  i s  s t i l l  p red o m in an tly  a s o c ie ty  o f  p e a sa n t  fa rm e rs  
they  l i v e  in  a co u n try  t h a t  har a pa i 't i  nil.ar h i s to r y ant : 1 , - .
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p a r t i c u l a r . ,  d i f l e r n t  ways o f  th in k in g  about th e  w orld , 
which a r i s e  from t h e i r  h i s t o r y  and t h e i r  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  
a s  i t  was and a s  i t  i s  and I  th in k  ad v ice  from people  who a r e  
o u t s id e ,  who d o n ' t  u n d ers tan d  th e  f e e l in g  o f  th e  P o le s ,  or 
the  a t t i t u d e s  o f  the  P o les  i s  going to  be m istaken  a d v ic e .
I  d o n ' t  th in k  t h a t  I  o r  anybody e l s e  in  t h i s  co u n try  i s  in  
a  p o s i t i o n  to  g iv e  th e  P o le s  ad v ice  on how to  run  t h e i r  a f f a i r s .
R ight Turning  to  something d i f f e r e n t  -  have you g o t  any 
views abou t th e  supposed v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n
Yes I  do have some v iew s. I  th in k  t h a t  some t e l e v i s i o n  v io le n c e  
i s  u n n ece ssa ry  g r a t u i t o u s  and a c t u a l l y  g l o r y f i e s  v io le n c e  
I 'm  th in k in g  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  programmes.
Such a s  -  can y o u , . ,  n o t  S ta r s k y  and Hutch and Kojak ty p e .
tICK
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Um.. yes  b u t  th e y  a r e  l e s s  v i o l e n t  than  th in g s  l i k e  th e  
p r o f e s s io n a l s  um and w i th in  th e  p r o f e s s io n a l s  t h e r e  i s  a  
t o t a l l y  immoral a t t i t u d e  tow ards bo th  l i f e  and v io le n c e  
which i s  ex t re m e ly  dangerous i f  you expose peop le  to  i t .
In  e f f e c t  th e y  make v io le n c e  in  i t s e l f  r a t h e r  th a n  th e  means to  
an end -  th e  end i t s e l f  and th e y  a r e  g r a t u i t o u s  w ith  i t  
th e y  a r e  ev e r  re a d y  to  u se  v io le n c e  w ith  a  t o t a l  d i s r e g a rd . ,  
o f  h a t  happens t o ' o t h e r  peop le  even t h e i r  a t t i t u d e  tow ard  
peop le  who a r e  supposed ly  t h e i r  f r i e n d s  i s  one o f  q u i t e  
c a s u a ln e s s  r e a l l y .  When a  f r i e n d  o r  c o l le a g u e  i s  k i l l e d  
th e y  d is m is s  i t  a s  som ething t r i c i a l  and t h i s  whole a t t i t u d e  
tow ards v io l e n c e ,  d e a th  to  my mind i s  f a r  f a r  to o  c a s u a l .  They 
g lo r y f y  th e  a c t  o f  v io le n c e  and t h a t  I  th in k  i s  e x tre m e ly  
u n h e a l th y  i t ' s  th e  worse form o f  pornography.
Do you th in k  t h e r e ' s  v io le n c e  in  o th e r  programmes a p a r t  
from th o se  t h a t  y o u 'v e  m entioned? I  mean fo r  example q u i t e  
a  b i t  o f  v io le n c e  has  been shown a long  w ith  th e  t e l e v i s i o n  news
RICK Um.. yes  some o f  i t  has very  much th e  same e f f e c t ,  p a r t  o f  th e  
-problem i s  programmes l i k e  th e  p r o f e s s io n a l s  t h a i  s e t  th e  way 
in  which v io le n c e  i s  p o r t r a y e d  and p e rg c iv ed  t h a t  i s  what i s
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dangerous, most o f  the  v io le n c e  shown on the  news i s  the  
i n e v i t a b l e  r e s u l t  o f  r e p o r t i n g  the  f a c t .  That v io le n c e  o c c u r r s  
and a l s o ,  and I  th in k  t h i s  i s  q u i t e  im p o r ta n t ,  from a p o in t  o f  
view oi making t e l e v i s i o n ,  v io le n c e  i s  good t e l e v i s i o n ,  good 
in  th e  sen se  t h a t  i t  p roduces  a v i s u a l  e f f e c t  which c r e a t e s  
movement, i n t e r e s t  on th e  sc re e n  a s  opposed to  t a lk in g  heads 
in  most im p o r tan t  news in v o lv e s  t a lk in g  heads , p o l i t i c i a n s ,  
i n d u s t r i a l i s t s ,  union: l e a d e r s  which a r e  i n t r i n s i c a l l y  r a t h e r  
b o r in g ,  um.. i f  you look  a t  th e  face  o f  th e  average  p o l i t i c i a n  
o r  i n d u s t r i a l  l e a d e r ,  i t ' s  n o t  even an i n s p i r i n g  f a c e ,  i t ' s  a  
r a t h e r  p l a i n  o rd in a ry  s o r t  o f  pe rson  and i s  r a p id l y  easy  to  
lo s e  i n t e r e s t  in  u n le s s  y o u ' r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n t e r e s t e d - i n  What 
th ey  have to  s a y .  V io lence  on th e  th e r  hand, c r e a t e s  a  
s i t u a t i o n  i n  which som ething i s  happenign on th e  s c re e n ,  and 
th e  h i s t o r y  o f  moving p i c t u r e s  i s  a f t e r  a l l  th e  h i s t o r y  o f  
showing v io le n c e  and even peop le  l i k e  L au re l  and Hardy g a in ed  
much o f  t h e i r  comedy from th e  concep t o f  v io le n c e ,  pe rh ap s  
a p p l i e d  a g a i n s t  o b je c t  a s  r a t h e r  th an  a g i n s t  p eo p le ,  m isa p p l ie d
Um.. i t  was a g a i n s t  th em se lves  w a s n 't  i t ,  q u i t e  a l o t  o f  th e  tim e
Yes i t ' s  a g a i n s t  th e m se lv es ,  th e  th in g  i s  t h a t  i t ' s  peo p le  doing  
th in g s  r a t h e r  than  s i t t i n g  t a l k i n g .  I f  you want a  v i s u a l  image, 
you d o n ' t  want a  v i s u a l  image o f  two people  o r  th r e e  p eo p le  
o r  te n  p eo p le  s i t t i n g  th e r e  i n  a  crowd, t a l k i n g .  I t ' s  much 
more i n t e r e s t i n g  i f  th e  crowd i s  b u s t in g  up som ething, o r  
doing som eth ing , I  t h in k  i n e v i t a b l y  t e l e v i s i o n  fo cu ses  on th e  
v io le n c e  in  s o c i e t y ,  because  v io le n c e  p roduces  u m . . .  good 
v i s u a l  im ages . At a n o th e r  l e v e l ,  peop le  a z r e  f a s c in a t e d  by 
v io le n c e  because  th e y  a r e  a f r a i d  o f  i t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  i f  you, 
peop le  w i l l  watch i t  because  th e y  a r e  f a s c in a t e d ,  i t ' s  
e x a c t ly  th e  same p h i lo so p h y  t h a t ' s  s e l l i n g  th e  image t h a t  l a y s  
behind  Hammer h o r ro r  f i l m s .  I f  you could  g e t  peop le  f r i g h t e n e d ,  
t h e y ' l l  watch because  t h e y ' r e  s c a re d ,  because be ing  f r ig h t e n e d  
i s  a h e ig h te n e d  em otion . People  l i k e  to  have t h e i r  em otions 
h e ig h te n e d  which i s  why th ey  do th in g s  l i k e  -  d r in k  a lc o h o l  
and one way o f  h e ig h te n in g  your em otions i s  to  g e t  y o u r s e l f  
s c a re d ,  I  mean y o u ' r e  n o t  a c t u a l l y  r e a l l y  s c a re d  because you 
1-Lnow, u l t im a te ly  F ra n k e n s te in  i s n ' t  go ing  to  come i n t o  your 
s i t t i n g  room, bu t you l i k e  to  watch him on the  T.V. s c re e n  o r  
go to  the  cineiria anci watcli n h o r ro r  f i lm ,  i t ' s  p r e c i s e l y  t h i s
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s o r t  o f  h o r ro r  d i s a s t e r  movie syndrome whicli encourages 
t e l e v i s i o n  c u r r e n t  a f f a i r s  and news p roducers  to  focus on 
v io le n c e ,  th e  knowledge t h a t  peop le  a r e  f a s c in a te d  because  
they  a r e  r e p e l l e d  by i t .  They watch i t ,  even though th ey  d o n ' t  
l i k e  i t ,  they  w i l l  watch i t  because  i t  f r i g h t e n s  them.
Would you say  s p o r t  l i k e  boxing and judo, f e n c in g ,  th in g s
l i k e  t h i s  some o f  which a r e  g iven  q u i t e  a  l a r g e  s l o t  on t e l e v i s i o n
on S a tu rd ay  a f te r n o o n s  a r e  what one could  c a l l  f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
ilCK
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They have an e lem ent o f  v io le n c e  b u t  i t ' s  h ig h ly  r i t u a l i s e d  and 
i t ' s  n o t  in te n d e d  to  h u r t .  Boxing I  f r a n k ly  d isap ro v e  o f  
anyway because  I  r e g a rd  i t  a s  a  dangerous and r a t h e r  s t u p i d  
s p o r t ,  most o th e r  s p o r t s  o f  t h a t  n a tu r e ,  w r e s t l i n g  o f  c o u rs e ,  
i s  shown on most t e l e v i s i o n  programmes and i s  a  b ranch  o f  
show b u s in e s s  and n o t  s p o r t  and i t ' s  m ostly  a c t i n g ,  r a t h e r  th a n  
a c t u a l  v io le n c e  and I  th in k  t h a t  the  v a s t  m a jo r i t y  o f  a u d ie n c e s  
f o r  i t  watch i t  f o r  t h i s .  Um.. th e  o th e r  s p o r t s  a r e  s p o r t s  o f  
s k i l l  r a t h e r  than  v io le n c e  a l th o u g h  some v io le n c e  may a p p e a r  to  
be in v o lv ed  in  them, th in g s  l i k e  judo um fen c in g
K ara te  ?
ICK K ara te  -  I  d o n ' t  know enough abou t to  form an o p in io n ,  
judo and fe n c in g  a r e  b a s i c a l l y  forms o f  s p o r t  which a r e  com bative , 
bu t t h e y ' r e  n o t , r e a l l y  v i o l e n t ,  I  mean i t ' s  ex trem ely  r a r e  f o r  
anybody to  be s e r i o u s l y  h u r t  i n  a  judo c o n t e s t  because  t h e y ' r e  
o rg a n is e d  i n  such a  way t h a t  f o r  in s ta n c e  i n  judo th e  opponen ts  
a r e  matched so t h a t n  um .. th e y  a r e  u n l i k e ly  to  h u r t  each o t h e r ,  
th ey  a r e  e q u a l ly  matched and bo th  a r e  a s  e q u a l ly  s k i l l e d  a t  
ab so rb in g  throw s and a v o id in g  i n j u r y  to  them se lves  when th e y  
a r e  thrown a s  th e y  a r e  when they  a r e  th row ing t h e i r  o p p o n e n ts .
The danger i s  v e ry  sm a l l  and most people r e c o g n is e  t h i s .  T hat i s  
i t  i s  p u re ly  and s im ply  a s p o r t ,  um.. w ith  fe n c in g  o f  c o u r s e ,  
e l a b o r a te  p r e c a u t io n s  a r e  taken  to  p r o t e c t  th e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  from 
in j u r y ,  they  wear p r o t e c t i v e  c lo th in g  and th e  swords a r e  t ip p e d  
w ith  a sm all  b a l l  which p re v e n ts  them from p e n e t r a t i n g  so t h e r e  
i s  very l i t t l e  danger fruui ie n c in g  lur:. . th e  o th e r  t i l in g  o f  c o u r s e . 
t h a t  S tu rd a y  a f te r n o o n  programmes by t h e i r  very  n a tu re  a r e  n o t  
t e r r i b l y  im p o r ta n t .  I  th in k  th e .T .V .  Companies a re  w e l l  aware 
th a t  the S tu rd a y  a f te r n o o n  au d ien ces  a r e  one o f  the  lo w e s t  th e y
80
NTERVIEWER
have in  the  week and so co n seq u en tly  what they  a r e  p r o je c t in g  
i s  r e a l l y  no t much o f  umm... a m in o r i ty  i n t e r e s t ,  they  c e n t r e  
round s p o r t in g  e v en ts  I  th in k  th e  amount o f  v io le n c e  shown on 
S a tu rd ay  a f te rn o o n s  -  v io le n c e  in  i t s e l f  i s  no t p a r t i c u l a r l y  
l a rg e  and i t ’s  p re s e n te d  in  such a way t h a t  i t  d o e sn ’t  g lo ry fy  
v io le n c e ,  i t ' s  b a s i c a l l y  abou t s p o r t s  which i s  a v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  
th in g ,  th e r  i s  a world o f  d i f f e r e n c e  between two peop le  f i g h t i n g  
in  th e  judo r i n g  in  a r i t u a l i s e d  s t y l e  o f  combat w ith  r u l e s  and 
a  r e f e r e e  and th e  k in d  o f  p o i n t l e s s  g r a t u i t o u s  v io le n c e  which 
o c c u r r s  i n  th in g s  l i k e  th e  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  when peop le  punch 
each o th e r  o r  even shoo t each o th e r ,  a lm o s t  on a  whim and seem 
to  d e r iv e  g r e a t  s a t i s f a c t i o n  from i t .  You never  see  t h i s ,  even 
in  p r o f e s s i o n a l  w r e s t l i n g  peop le  don ’t  o r  i f  th e y  ap p ea r  t o ,  i t ’s 
so o b v io u s ly  hammed up a c t i n g  t h a t  everybody th e r e  knows t h a t  i t  
i s  n o t  in te n d e d  and t h a t  b a s i c a l l y  th e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  don ’t  have 
any d i s l i k e  o f  each o th e r  and w o u ld n 't  d e l i b e r a t e l y  i n j u r y  
each o t h e r .
Would you say  though, t h a t  v io le n c e  -  th e  v io le n c e  t h a t  you 
have j u s t  d e s c r ib e d  and v io le n c e  which a p p e a rs  i n  some s p o r t s  
can c o n t r i b u t e  to  fam ily  v io le n c e ?
ERRICK I  th in k ,  I ' d o n ' t  t h i n k  v io le n c e  i n  s p o r t  i s  a  m ajor problem ,
I  th in k  c e r t a i n l y  some o f  th e  so c a l l e d  e n te r ta in m e n t  programmes 
which fe  t u r e  v io le n c e  a s  a  c e n t r a l  theme, can c o n t r i b u t e  to  
v io le n c e  th e y  c o n t r i b u t e  to  an a tm osphere  i n  which p a r t i c u l a r  
g roups ,  p a r t i u l a r l y  yourng men o r  te enage  boys a r e  encouraged  
to  th in k  o f  v io le n c e  a s  a  problem s o lv e r  -  to  see  t h a t  th e  
s o l u t i o n  to  problem s l i e s  i n  h i t t i n g  somebody o r  s h o o t in g  
somebody and t h a t  i s  ex tre m ely  dangerous because  i f  peo p le  
g e t  t h a t  k in d  o f  a t t i t u d e  then  th e y  w i l l  be f a r  to o  r e a d y  to  
r e s o r t  to  v io le n c e  when th e y  canno t win by any o th e r  means 
even when v io le n c e  i t s e l f  i s  no use to  them, i n  f a c t ,  i s  s e l f ­
d e s t r u c t i v e ,  th e y  w i l l  r e s o r t  to  i t  because  th ey  have been 
encouraged to  have an image o f  them be ing  a  man, t h a t  i t  im p l ie s  
be ing  p re p a re d  to  be v i o l e n t  and to  use v io le n c e  a s  a  m a t t e r  o f  
r o u t i n e  a s  a method o f  s o lv in g  problem s o r  s e t t l i n g  d i s p u te s  
and th a t  in  an ex trom lj  danr;erons a L i i t u d '  to  f o s t e r .
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NTERVIEWER Do you th in k  t h i s  happened in  the r e c e n t  r i o t s  t h a t  happened 
in  th e  r e c e n t  r i o t s  in  B^ixton or T o x te th ,  L iverpoo l or do 
you th in k  t h a t  was a  d i f f e r e n t  problem?
SRRICK I  th in k  i t ' s  l a r g e l y  a  d i f f e r e n t  problem, i t ' s  a much more 
deep ro o te d  problem, um.. i t  has  a  degree  o f  in f lu e n c e  on i t ,  
b u t  th e  in f lu e n c e  i s  a s  much i n d i r e c t  a s  d i r e c t  and i t ' s  a 
case  o f  peop le  who f e e l  th ey  have been p e r s i s t e n t l y  d i s c r im in a te d  
a g a i n s t ,  i n  th e  case  o f  B r ix to n  they  were v ery  much a t  odds w ith  
th e  p o l i c e  and one o f  th e  probelm s i s  t h a t  th e  p o l i c e  i n c r e a s i n g l y  
over th e  p a s t  few y e a r s ,  r e c r u i t e d  young men p a r t i c u l a r l y  in  
London who have been bought up to  b e l ie v :  t h a t  v i o l e n c e . i s . a  
problem s o lv e r ,  who have been bought up to  believe t h a t  jo in in g  
th e  p o l i c e  th e y  were g e t t i n g  i n t o  a  tough e x c i t i n g  jo b ,  th e  
world o f  th e  p r o f e s s i o n a l s  and t h i s  means th e y  a r e  f a r  to o  p r e ­
d isp o sed  to  use v io le n c e  a s  a  method o f  doing t h e i r  jo b ,  which i s  
a very  bad method o f  p o l i c in g ,  i t ' s  a  s e l f  d e f e a t in g  method, 
i n e v i t a b l y  i t  p rovokes a  s i t u a t i o n  i t  has i n  B r ix to n  c e r t a i n l y .
I  d o n ' t  know enough abou t L iv e rp o o l  though god knows what l i t t l e  
I  do know s u g g e s ts  t h a t  th e y  have g o t  more problem s th a n  would 
j u s t  r e s u l t  from t e l e v i s i o n  v io l e n c e .  Um.. t h i s  has  provoked 
a s i t u a t i o n  i n  which th e  p eo p le  who th in k  th e y  a r e  g e t t i n g  th e  
d i r t y  end o f  th e  s t i c k  -  th in k  t h a t  v io le n c e  i s  th e  o n ly  r e s o r t  
th e y  have o r  v io le n c e ,  um .. i t ' s  odd becuase  i t ' s  a  p h ra se  t h a t  
v ery  o f t e n  o c c u r r s  to  th e  p o l i c e  r a t h e r  th an  to  th e  r i o t e r s ,  
b u t  many o f  th e  r i o t e r s  p ro b ab ly  f e e l  t h a t  v io le n c e  i s  th e  o n ly  
language th e  p o l i c e  u n d e rs ta n d ,  t h a t  u n le s s  you h i t  a  co p p e r ,  he 
i s  n o t  go ing  to  l i s t e n  to  you, he has  to  f i r s t  be banged w ith  a  
b r i c k  o r  have a  m olo tcv  c o c k ta in  thrown a t  him b e fo re  he wakes 
up and l i s t e n s  to  what you have to  s ay .  Um.. t h i s  i s  p a r t l y  
th e  p o l i c e ' s  own f a u l t ,  i t ' s  p a r t l y  th e  way th e y  have r e c r u i t e d  
and th e  way th ey  have t r a i n e d  t h e i r  men to  be ready  to  use  t h i s  
p h y s ic a l  methods o f  p o l i c in g  and th e  p r i c e  th e y  pay i s  t h a t  
people  r e t a l i a t e  p h y s i c a l ly  um.. i t  has happened in  o th e r  p a r t s  
o f  th e  w orld , sometimes w ith  very  d i s a s t e r o u s  r e s u l t s  f o r  th e  
p o l i c e .  One th in k s  o f  the  Shall':- p o l ic e  - t h e y ' r e  ex trem e, 
they  were th e  f i r s t  t a r g e t  in  the  r e v o lu t io n  fo r  v io le n c e  by 
the mobs which s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  aimed a t  policemen and nobody e l s e .
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because they had b u i l t  up a r e p u ta t i o n  a s  v i o l e n t  men and so 
they  had a t t r a c t e d  op p o s tio n  from o th e r  v io l e n t  e lem en ts ,  o th e r  
c a se s  which had happened in  o th e r  p a r t s  o f  the  U nited  S t a t e s ,  
where th e  p o l i c e  have been t r i g g e r  happy and where policemen 
have been k i l l e d  by c i v i l i a n s  and c o r o n e r 's  c o u r t s  have come 
in  w ith  v e r d i c t s  o f  s e l f - d e f e n c e ,  because th e y  have assumed 
th a t  th e  policem en were too  read y  tn  use h i s  f i r e  arm and 
th e r e f o r e  th e  c i v i l i a n  was j u s t i f i e d  in  sh o o tin g  him f i r s t .
Um. .  we h a v e n ' t  reac h ed  t h a t  s ta g e  y e t ,  I  hope we d o n ' t  and I  
hope and th in k  what we need to  do i s  to  look  a t  the  whole 
concept o f  p o l i c in g  by fo rc e  because  i t ' s  an u n p roduc tive  method 
o f  p o l i c in g  i t ' s  n o t  even e f f i c i e n t  in  term s o f  crime, d e t e c t i o n  
because i t  c r e a t e s  a  b a r r i e r  o f  h o s t i l i t y  between th e  policem an 
and th e  community and u l t i m a t e l y  a  policem an, to  do h i s  job i s  
dependant on in fo rm a t io n  from th e  p u b l ic  and i f  he c r e a t e s  a  b a r ­
r i e r  o f  h o s t i l i t y  th e  p u b l ic  t e l l  him n o th in g .  Um.. London has  
I  th in k  u n fo r t u a n t e ly  i n  p a r t  go t t h i s  f a r ,  peop le  do n o t  t a l k  
to  policem en and policem an a r e  seen  a s  th e  enemy, th e y  a r e  h o s t i l e ,  
co n seq u en t ly  th ey  a r e ,  d e s p i t e  t h e i r  very  a g g re s s iv e  t a c t i c s  
lo s in g  c o n t r o l .
R ight -  A few weeks back now, a  fe l lo w  c ro s s e d  th e  channe l 
u s in g  a  b a l lo o n  and s o l a r  energy , I  d o n ' t  know i f  you r e a d  
abou t i t ?
RICK
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I  re a d  abou t i t ,  I  t h i n k .  I  a l s o  r e a d  abou t a  chap who c ro s s e d  
in  what was b a s i c a l l y  a  g l i d e r  u s in g  s o l a r  ene rgy .
Yes, w e l l  t h i s  was a  b a l lo o n ,  i t  was u s in g  s o l a r  energy  anyway 
he c ro s s e d  th e  channe l f a i r l y  s h a rp i s h ,  do you fo re s e e  b a l lo o n in g  
a s  a form o f  t r a n s p o r t  in  th e  fu tu re ?
ICK B alloon ing  No. Because th e  n a tu re  o f  b a l lo o n s  i s  such t h a t  you 
a r e  too much a t  th e  mercy o f  the e lem en ts ,  a b a l lo o n  by 
d e f i n i t i o n  i s  ex trem ely  d i f f i c u l t  to  s t e e r ,  i t  can on ly  be 
approxim ated  to  s t e e r i n g  down wind, you can nev er  develop  a
b.i lloo i.  which can be s t e e i ’cd , u n le s s ,  i i iu't.-: ;-o::;c nowc: sr. 'uncc. 
some f a i r l y  pow erfu l eng ine  because i f  you tak e  - t h i s  i s  an
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analogy  - the s a i l i n g  boa t you r e l y  in  f a c t ,  on the  w ate r ,  
which g iv e s  you le v e ra g e  a g a i n s t  the  wind to  c o n t ro l  your 
d i r e c t i o n ,  you d o n ' t  have any le v e ra g e  in  a b a l lo o n ,  y o u 'r e  
f r e e  f l o a t i n g  in  th e  a i r  and you must go where the  a i r  c u r r e n t s  
c a r ry  you t h e y ' r e  n o t  s u i t a b l e  a s  a mode o f  t r a n s p o r t  because  
t h e y ' r e  too  prone to  be ing  blown about by th e  wind, you s im ply  
cannot c o n t ro l  t h e i r  d i r e c t i o n  o f  movement and they  a l s o  p r e s e n t  
c o n s id e r a b le  problem s i s  g e t t i n g  enough l i f t ,  to  l i f t  a  w orth ­
w hile  commercial cargo  so o I  d o n ' t  see th e  b a l lo o n  a s  a 
method o f  t r a n s p o r t ,  i t ' s  p o s s ib le  t h a t  the  a i r s h i p  -  th e  
s t e e r a b l e  b a l lo o n  w ith  pow erfu l eng ines  w i l l  make some s o r t  
o f  comeback b u t  I  w o u ld n 't  l i k e  to  b e t  on how n e a r  t h a t  i s .
There a r e  a l l  s o r t s  o f  t e c h n i c a l  problem s in v o lv ed  w i t h i t , .  
and I 'm  n o t  an a e r o n a u t i c a l  e n g in e e r  I  on ly  know a  l i t t l e  b i t  
abou t i t  and what I  do know s u g g e s ts  t h a t  th e  long  term problem s 
o f  d e s ig n in g  an a i r s h i p  which w i l l  be com m ercially  f e a s i b l e  a r e  
n o t  in su rm o u n tab le ,  b u t  i t  would in v o lv e  q u i t e  a  long  p e r io d  
b e fo re  t h i s  was developed  and th e  key to  t h i s  i s  energy  c o s t .
I f  j e t  f u e l  becomes so expensive  t h a t  f ly in g  commercial a i r c r a f t  
c e a se s  to  be econom ica lly  v ia b le  then  o b v io u s ly  an a i r s h i p  which 
i s  r e l a t i v e l y  cheaper  to  run  um.. fo r  th e  same lo a d ,  w i l l  have 
commercial p o s s i b i l i t i e s  b u t  a t  th e  moment I  d o n ' t  t h in k  th e y  
do h a v e .
'ERVIEWER But s o l a r  energy  i s  coming i n t o  i t s  own, i s  i t  no t?  I  mean f o r
example we went and had a  lo o k  a t  th o se  houses i n  s o l a r  c o u r t ,  
th e  houses  i n  s o l a r  c o u r t  which were u s in g  s o l a r  energy  h e a t in g  
system s o b v io u s ly  s o l a r  ene rgy  i s  coming in t o  i t s  own, w o u ld n ' t  
you say?
RICK Well s o l a r  energy  has  p o s s i b i l i t é s  f o r  some th i n g s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y
p a s s iv e  s o l a r  energy ,  d e s ig n in g  b u i ld in g s ,  i t ' s  m a in ly  f o r  
b u i ld in g  ru n n in g  space  h e a t in g  p o s s ib ly  in  some v e ry  h o t  p a r t s  
o f  the  world  where e l e c t r i c i t y  i s  used to  a i r  c o n d i t io n  b u i l d in g s  
One th in k s  o f  th e  so u th  w est o f  the  U nited  S t a t e s  and p l a c e s  
l i k e  t h a t .  There a r e  obv ious  advan tages  fo r  u s in g  s o l a r  energy  
which i s  abundant and cheap to  d r iv e  th e  a i r  c o n d i t io n in g  system s 
I  d o n ' t  th in k  s o l a r  energy  a s  a main h e a t in g  sou rce  i s  go ing  to  
be v ia b le  in  t h i s  c o u n t ry  because  our w eather p a t t e r n  d o e s n ' t  
a l low  i t .  I th in k  we might be a b le  to  make m arg ina l use o f  i t
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to  do th in g s  l i k e  warm up w a te r ,  obv ious ly  i f  you tak e  the  
i n i t i a l  c o ld n e ss  o f f  w ate r  i f  you warm i t  up s l i g h t l y  then  
i t  i s  go ing  to  be cheaper to  use e l e c t r i c i t y  o r  gas to  b r in g  
i t ' s  te m p era tu re  up to  b o i l i n g  p o in t  or somewhere app ro x im atin g  
to  b o i l i n g .  Um.. and I  th in k  s o l a r  energy has  uses  h e re ,  i t  
can a l s o  be used o f  co u rse ,  to  h e a t  rooms in  th e  sense  t h a t  
you can , by u s in g  double g la z in g  f o r  i n s ta n c e ,  you can t r a p ,  
you can g e t  a  g la s s h o u s e  e f f e c t ,  you can t r a p  some o f  th e  s u n ' s  
h e a t  i n s i d e  a  b u i ld in g  and use i t  b u t  i t  has  l i m i t e d  u se s  in  
t h i s  c o u n t ry  because  our w eather  p a t t e r n  i s  such , t h a t  th e  time 
we need sun and h e a t  most i s  th e  time when our sky i s  l i k e l y  
to  be l a r g e l y  o v e r c a s t  and so n o t  roduc ing  o r  send ing  ou t 
s o l a r  energy  in  u s a b le  am ounts. I  th in k  i t  has  a p o s s i b i l i t y  
a s  a  form o f  a d d i t i o n a l  h e a t in g ,  supp lem entary  h e a t in g  i n  t h i s  
c o u n try ,  b u t  I  d o n ' t  see  i t  a s  an enormously pow erfu l s o u rce  
o f  energy , i f  we a r e  going  to  h a v e -----
I t ' s  go ing  to  be..a form o f  supp lem entary  h e a t in g  say ,  and n o t  
going to  ta k e  th e  p la c e  o f  gas o r  e l e c t r i c i t y  o r . . .  a s  a  form
o f  h e a t in g .
I  th in k  i f  we a r e  lo o k in g  f o r  a sou rce  o f  energy  t h a t  i s  
cheap and renew able  i n  B r i t a i n  th e  obvious one i s  t i d a l  power. 
Because b e in g  an i s l a n d  w e 've  g o t  th e  v e ry  long  c o a s t  l i n e  
i f  you coun t i n d e n t a t i o n s  we have an enormous amount o f  t i d a l  
power s u rg in g  around  us ev e ry  day and t h i s  co u ld  be h a rn e s s e d  
to  d r iv e  some form o f  g e n e r a to r  b u t  ag a in  i t  s  d i f f i c u l t  to  
work o u t  e x a c t ly  how t h i s  would be done. I t ' s  a  m a t te r  f o r  
e n g in e e r s ,  c e r t a i n l y  i n  te rm s o f  th e  economics, s o l a r  ene rgy  
th e  sun i s  too  u n r e l i a b l e  an o b j e c t ,  i n  th e  case  o f  th e  chaps  
who flew th e  channe l i n  an  a e ro p la n e  d r iv e n  by s o l a r  e n e rg y ,  
th ey  had to  w a it  abou t t h r e e  weeks fo r  a s u i t a b l e  day w ith  
s u f f i c i e n t  s u n l ig h t  to  power t h e i r  m o to rs .  Now you can n o t run  
h e a t in g  sys tem s, you canno t run  i n d u s t r i a l  p ro c e s s e s  on an  
energy so u rce  which i s  so i n h e r a n t ly  u n r e l i a b l e  you e s s e n t i a l l y  
need some s o r t  o f  power which i s  b a s i c a l l y  tu rn e d  on and o f f  a s
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re G iâ rc d .  Go th a t  t i d a l  energy co n v e r ted  in to  e l e c t r i c i t y  
can do t h i s  u m .. .  hydro e l e c t r i c  energy o f v a r io u s  k in d s  can 
do i t .  I  d o n ' t  th in k  t h a t  s o l a r  energy i s  answ er, c e r t a i n l y  
no t fo r  t h i s  c o u n try  and o f  co u rs e ,  i t ' s  a d i f f i c u l t  problem 
f o r  even o th e r  c o u n t r i e s  where th e  sun i s  more pow erful and 
more c o n s i s t e n t  in  i t s  ap p e a ra n c e s ,  because the  amount o f  
energy g a th e r in g  p a n e ls  needed to  g a th e r  com m ercially  u su ab le  
amount o f  s o l a r  energy , and I 'm  n o t  t a l k i n g  abou t om estic  
h e a t in g .  I 'm  t a l k i n g  abou t som ething l i k e  a power s t a t i o n ,  
a r e  enormous. I t  would be ex trem ely  c o s t l y  to  make, so i t ' s  
ve ry  h a rd  to  see  where t h i s  cou ld  be done on a  com m ercia lly  
v ia b le  b a s i s .  Because a f t e r  a l l  i f  you were go ing  to  c r e a t e  
an enormously pow erfu l g e n e ra to r  th en  you m ust, i n e v i t a b l y  
have some s o r t  o f  m arket fo r  th e  e l e c t r i c i t y  produced and most 
o f  the  p la c e s  where t h e r e  i s  a  l a r g e  amount o f  s o l a r  energy  
a v a i l a b l e  do n o t  have a  l a r g e  number o f  peop le  anx ious  to  use 
i t .  I f  you h a v e n ' t  g o t  th e  people  an x io u s  to  use i t ,  i t  makes 
no commercial sense  to  b u i l d  i t .
R ight thenDer’k, have you g o t  any id e a s  abou t th e  development o f  
th e  t h i r d  w orld  p o l i t i c a l l y  and econom ica lly?
Um.•  t h a t ' s  an awkward q u e s t io n  becauseB m ^no t su re  f i r s t  o f  a l l  
how you d e f in e  th e  t h i r d  w orld , th e  t h i r d  world  co v ers  an enormous 
a r e a  and th e r e  a r e  s e v e r a l  c o u n t r i e s  fo r  i n s t a n c e ,  which a r e  on 
the  m arg ins  o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld  one th in k s  o f  p la c e s  l i k e .
Sou thern  I t a l y ,  pe rh ap s  I s r a e l ,  um.o p a r t s  o f  South America, 
who a r e  a lm o s t  on th e  m arg ins  o f  the  i n d u s t r i a l i s e d  w orld , 
b u t  a r e  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l l y  a s  i n d u s t r i a l i s e d  a s  th e  U n ited  S t a t e s  
o r  G reat B r i t a i n .  C e r t a in ly  th e  m ajor problem o f  th e  t h i r d  
world i s  to  produce s u f f i c i e n t  food, l i n k e d  to  t% is,  and t h i s  
i s  q u i t e  im p o r ta n t  i s  th e  need f o r  them to  ea rn  money a b ro a d .
f u r  too  many c o u n t r i e s  th e  problem i s  t h a t  th e s e  two th i n g s  
a r e  i n  d i r e c t  o p p o s i t io n  t h a t  th e  ch o ice  i s  between u s in g  t h e i r  
b e s t  a r a b l e  la n d  f o r  cash  c ro p s  l i k e  tobacco ,  c o f f e e ,  t e a  o r ,  
u s ing  i t  to  produce l o c a l  food s u p p l i e s .  A l l  th e  t h r u s t  o f  
the  l a s t  hundred y e a r s  has  been to  tu rn  th .is  land  i n t o  cas):
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crop  la n d ,  p a r t l y  because  very  l a r g e l y ,  the  c o l o n i a l i s i n g  
powers have n o t , j u s t  t a lk in g  abou t d i r e c t  c o lo n ie s  now, because  
even c o u n t r i e s  which were no rm ally  independen t l i k e  T h a i lan d  
or A b y ss in ia  were very  much under th e  power o f  c o lo n ia l  s t a t e s ,  
Western Europe, The U nited  S t a t e s ,  th e se  c o u n t r i e s  have had 
t h e i r  economy ben t tow ards s e r v i c i n g  th e  economies o f  the  
w estern  w o rld .  They a r e  n o t  a b le  to  e a s i l y  sw itch  back, 
because th e y  have b u i l t  up a  p a t t e r n  o f  economic dependence 
on the  w es te rn  funds and th e  need f o r  f o re ig n  e a rn in g s ,  means 
t h a t  th e  p r e s s u r e  i s  in  f a c t  to  produce more cash  c ro p s  and 
u n le s s  th e y  a r e  p re p a re d  to  go to  c o n s id e ra b le  le n g th s  and 
go th rough  c o n s id e ra b le  d i f f i c u l t i e s  d u ring  th e  changeover 
th e r e  i s  v e ry  l i t t l e  hope t h a t  th e y  can feed  them se lves ,  
and u n le s s  th e y  can feed  them se lves  th ey  w i l l  n eve r  be econ­
o m ica l ly  in d e p en d en t ,  however p o l i t i c a l l y  independen t th e y  
a r e .  In  th e  c a se  o f  th e  p o l i t i c a l l y  independen t c o u n t r i e s  
th e y  canno t b u i l d  a  s t a b l e  system o f  government i n  a  c o u n t ry  
t h a t  i s  dependen t on th e  f l u c t u a t i o n s  o f  the  commodity m a rk e t .  
We've seen  t h i s  i n  p la c e s  l i k e  Ghana where th e  id e a  o f  g iv in g  
Ghana independence a ro s e  from i t s  r e l a t i v e  p r o s p e r i t y  f o r  
A f r ic a  which was based  on th e  cocoa c rop , when th e  p r i c e  o f  
cocoa slumped th e  c o u n t ry  was thrown i n t o  chaos because  th e  
whole economic b ase  was d e s t ro y e d  v e ry  r a p i d l y .  T h is  i s  t r u e  
o f  um.. many o th e r  c o u n t r i e s ,  Kenya, Ceylon w ith  i t s  t e a ,  l o t s  
o f  p la c e s  l i k e  t h a t ,  th e  o th e r  th in g  i s  t h a t  u n le s s  th e y  a r e  a b le  
t o  s to p  th e  p e n e t r a t i o n  o f  w es te rn  e x p o r ts  f o r  b a s ic  i n d u s t r i a l  
goods, r e l a t i v e l y  cheap i n d u s t r i a l  goods th in g s  l i k e  p o ts  and 
pans th e y  w i l l  n ev e r  be a b l e  to  b u i l d  up an i n d u s t r i a l  s e c t o r  
o f  t h e i r  own and so c r e a t e  a  s t a b l e  employment b a s e ,  c o n s e q u e n t l  
t h e r e  i s  v e ry  l i t t l e  hope o f  any r e a l  development t h a t  s e c t o r s  
p e r ip h e r a l  p a r t s  o f  th e  w es te rn  economy. Um.. p o l i t i c a l l y  th e y  
a r e  fa c e d ,  and i t  v a r i e s  enormously from p la c e  to  p la c e ,  f o r  
in s ta n c e  in  A f r ic a  th e y  a r e  faced  w ith  th e  enormous problem t h a t  
i f  you lo o k  a t  th e  map most o f  th e  b o u n d a r ie s  a r e  s t r a i g h t  l i n e s  
they  were drawn up a  hundred y e a r s  ago in  B e r l in  a t  a  c o n fe re n c e  
o f  th e  g r e a t  powers who s im ply  a l l o c a t e d  s e c t i o n s  to  each o t h e r .  
Witiionl reg a rd  fo r  the  e th n ic  oi'ig,'in of t h e  poepie who l i v e d  
th e r e ,  t h e i r  r e l i g i o u s  and p o l i t i c a l  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  so t h a t  you 
very o f te n  have the  s i t u a t i o n  where two s t a t e s  b o rd e r  each o th e r
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and l a r g e  p a r t s  o f  the  p o p u la t io n  o f  each s t a t e  a r e  perhaps 
a m in o r i ty  o f  each s t a t e ,  and, in  f a c t ,  belong to  a s e p a ra te  
e th n ic  or n a t i o n a l  group, and th e se  in e v i a t a b ly  c r e a te  p o l i t i c a l  
t e n s io n s  i n  both  th e  s t a t e s .  The' one t h a t ' s  been in  the  
news, because  o f  th e  I r a n i a n  r e v o lu t io n  a r e  th e  Kurds, who 
l i v e  on th e  b o rd e r s  o f  Turkey, I r a n  and I r a q  they  a r e  a  muslim 
people  b u t  th e y  a r e  a very  d i f f e r e n t  people  to  t h e i r  a rab  
p a ss in g  n e ig h b o u rs ,  c o n se q u e n t ly  th ey  have a  sense  o f  i d e n t i t y  
o f  them se lves  a s  a  n a t io n  which i s  c o n t in u a l l y  f r u s t r a t e d  by 
th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e y  a r e  forming m in o r i ty  groups i n  th e  p o p u la t io n  
o f  th r e e  o th e r  n a t io n  s t a t e s .  T h is  c r e a t e s  an in h e re n t  
problem f o r  any s o r t  o f  developm ent, bu t th e se  peop le  U o h 't  
f e e l  t h a t  th e y  a r e  p a r t  o f  th e  n a t io n s  th e y  be long  t o .
In  A f r ic a ,  you have i t  i n  somewhere l i k e  Uganda where th e  n o r th  
i s  muslim and th e  so u th  i s  C h r i s t i a n ,  you a l s o  have th e  same 
problem i n  th e  Sudan, b a s i c a l l y  th e  problem a ro s e  because  th e ,  
u n l ik e  th e  n a t io n s  o f  Europe very  l a r g e l y ,  n a t io n s  o f  A f r i c a  
d id  no t ev o lv e .  They a r e  n o t  t r u e  n a t io n s ,  th e y  a r e  s im ply  
g e o g ra p h ic a l  zones bounded by a r t i f i c i a l l y  dec ided  b o r d e r s ,  
ve ry  o f te n  paying  no a t t e n t i o n  to  th e  f a c t s ,  and I  d o n ' t  t h in k  
you can have a  p o l i t i c a l l y  s t  b le  government i n  th e  s h o r t  term , 
a t  l e a s t ,  i n  th e s e  c o u n t r i e s  u n t i l  th e  m a jo r i ty  o f  th e  peop le  
i n  them have b u i l t  up a  sen se  o f  be long ing  to  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  
p o l i t i c a l  s t a t e ,  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  p o l i t i c a l  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  a s  long  
a s  th e y  see  th em se lves  a s  b a s i c a l l y  f o r e ig n e r s  i n  t h e i r  own 
c o u n try  th en  you w i l l  have a  problem o f  p o l i t i c a l  i n s t a b i l i t y .
ERVIEWER So you have g o t  to  s o lv e  th e 'p ro b le m  o f  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  f o r
p a r t i c u l a r  s t a t e  f i r s t ?
RICK Yes, y o u 'v e  go t to  s o lv e  t h a t ,  t h a t ' s  one o f  th e  f i r s t  problem s 
y ou 've  g o t  to  s o lv e ,  th e  o th e r  one i s ,  you have to  l i b e r a t e  th e s e  
c o u n t r i e s  from economic dependence on th e  w est,  t h i s  d o e s n ' t  
mean doing no t r a d e  w ith  them, i t  means p u t t i n g  t h e i r  e x p o r t  
t r a d e  i n t o  c o n te x t  in  th e  sense  t h a t  i t  c e a se s  to  be th e  
dominant s e c t o r  o f  th e  economy. The g r e a t  problem w ith  some­
where l i k e  say Ceylon fo r  i n s t a n c e ,  i s  t l ia t  the  te a  g a rd en s  
a r e  t o t a l l y  dominant in  the economy and so c o n seq u en t ly  you have 
the  s i t u a t i o n  where I r e  t e a  garden  economy dom inates a l l  the
188
r e s t ,  to  th e  d e t r im e n t  o f  every  o th e r  s e c to r  o f  the 
economy. T h is  has a bad e f f e c t ,  s o c i a l ,  economic, p o l i t i c a l ,  
the  whole s t r u c t u r e  o f  th e  s t a t e .  I t ' s  im p o ss ib le  fo r  them 
to  make co h e re n t  p la n s  fo r  long p e r io d s  because  the  world 
market p r i c e  o f  t e a  i s  the  d e c id e r  o f  how much money th ey  
have to  spend on t h e i r  development p la n s  and t h i s  i s  an 
a r b i t u a r y  p r i c e  which f l u c t u a t e s  w i ld ly ,  so consequen tly  
th ey  a r e  unable  to  e s t a b l i s h  a  s t a b l e  economy a t  home because  
i t ' s  dependent on e x t e r n a l  f a c t o r s  which a r e  beyond t h e i r  
c o n t r o l .  They need an economy which i s  fundam entaly  o re n te d  
tow ards t h e i r  own c o u n t ry ,  o f  which the  one p a r t i c u l a r  c rop  
f o r  e x p o r t  c e a se s  to  be a  c e n t r a l  p reo c c u p a t io n  o f  t h e i r  economy 
th e y  need to  have th e  t e a ,  th e  t e a  gardens  need to  become a 
very  sm a ll  p a r t  o f  t h e i r  economy, r e l a t i v e l y  i n s i g n i f i c a n t  
p a r t .  T h is  does n o t  mean t h a t  th e r e  w i l l  c ea se  to  be e x p o r t  o f  
t e a  to  th e  w est,  i t  m ere ly  means t h a t  in  te rm s o f  t h e i r  t o t a l  
economic o u tp u t ,  t h e i r  g ro s s  n a t i o n a l  p ro d u c t ,  t e a  w i l l  c e a se  to  
be th e  dominant f a c t o r ,  and t h i s  i s  t r u e  o f  hundreds o f  s t a t e s  
o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld , t h a t  th e y  a r e  caught i n  t h i s  t r a p ,  where 
th e y  have a  s i n g l e  c ro p .  In  th e  case  o f  Ceylon i t ' s  t e a ,  a t  
th e  o th e r  end o f  th e  s c a l e ,  i n  te rm s o f  s i z e ,  you have B r a z i l  
which, l e s s  now p erh ap s  th a n  i t  was, bu t f o r  y e a r s  was depend­
e n t  on th e  c o f fe e  c ro p .  P la c e s  l i k e  A rg en t in e ,  o r  A r g e n t in ia  
which f o r  y e a r s  v i r t u a l l y  owed what development th e y  had  to  th e  
s a l e  o f  f ro z e n  meat to  th e  U nited  Kingdom, who now f in d  them­
s e lv e s  w ith  th e  U n ited  Kingdom buying  most o f  i t s  meat r e q u ire m e n t  
from Europe, f in d  th em se lv es  w ith  a  major economic b in d ,  t h a t  th e y  
have no cus tom ers  f o r  t h e i r  m eat.  T h is  h a s  n o th in g  to  do w ith  th e  
a c t s  o f  th e  A rg en t in e  government in  th e  sen se  t h a t  th e y  can 
in f lu e n c e  i t  i n  any way, th e y  a r e  s tu c k  w ith  th e  p roblem , th e  
economy i s  gea red  to  p roduc ing  meat f o r  th e  U n ited  Kingdom, 
o r  was gea red  to  p roduc ing  meat f o r  th e  U nited  Kingdom and t h i s  
market has  c o l la p s e d  a s  f a r  a s  they  a r e  conce rned , i t  no lo n g e r  
e x i s t s  a s  a  v ia b le  m arket and t h i s  has  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  
r e p u rc u s s io n s  in  th e  c o u n t ry  i t s e l f .  The case  o f  t h e i r  ne ig h b o u r  
Uraguay which was p a r t  o f  the  same economic system i t ' s  
a c t u a l l y  caused the  c o l l a p s e  o: dem ociacy, because tiie e c o n o m y
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has l i t e r a l l y  c o l la p s e d  in  the  hands o f  the  government, 
th e r e  i s  n o th in g  they  can do because the  whole o f  t h e i r  
economy was p r e d ic a te d  on having  an income in  S t i r l i n g  
from th e  s a l e  o f  meat to  th e  U.K. which they  no lo n g e r  
s e l l  co n seq u en t ly  the  whole meat in d u s t r y  has c o l la p s e d  
and s in c e  th e  c o u n t r i e s  were b u i l t  up round a s in g l e  
i n d u s t r y ,  b u i l t  up in  f a c t ,  by inves tm en t from ab ro ad ,  
b a s i c a l l y  aimed a t  s e l l i n g  in  th e  U.K. market um .. th ey  
a r e  now s tu c k  w ith  an economy which has  no r e a l  b a s i s ,  
and so t h e i r  on ly  hope r e a l l y  i s  to  tu rn  t h e i r  economy 
over to  th e  p ro d u c t io n  o f  food c rops  f o r  t h e i r  own 
p o p u la t io n  and to  some i n d u s t r i a l i s a t i o n  producing  some 
o f  th e  goods which b e fo re  th e y  would have bought i n  w ith  
th e  e a rn in g s  from meat s a l e s .  But th e  problem h e re  i n  
th e  c a se  o f  South America i s  t h a t  t h i s  has  enormous im p l i c a t io n s  
fo r  th e  way la n d  i s  owned in  th e s e  c o u n t r i e s .  Because th e y  
a r e  b a s i c a l l y  c o u n t r i e s  w ith  huge ran ch e s  owned by a  hand­
f u l  o f  p r o p r i e t o r s  on which wage la b o u re r s  o f  v a r io u s  
k in d s  work growing th e  c ro p s  which, o r  h e rd in g  th e  c a t t l e  
which a r e  f o r  e x p o r t  now t h a t  has  c o l la p s e d  th e r e  i s  no 
work f o r  th e  peo p le  who d id  t h a t  work. The economy has  
c o l la p s e d  and th e se  peo p le  no lo n g e r  have jo b s .  The rp o d u c t  
can no lo n g e r  be s o ld  and th e  o n ly  answ er, th e  r e a l  answ er 
i s  o f  c o u rse ,  to  r e - d i v i d e  th e  la n d  among th e  peo p le  and 
s e t  up a  system o f  p e a s a n t  farm ing -  grow la b o u r  i n t e n s i v e  
c ro p s  f o r  l o c a l  consum ption . T h is ,  a s  I  say  has  enormous 
im p l i c a t io n s  f o r  th e  ow nership  o f  th e  la n d  and so c o n se ­
q u e n t ly  i t  i s  i t s e l f  a  sou rce  o f  s o c i a l  disharmony i n  th e  
c o u n t r i e s .
[TERVIEWER OoK. Go w ith  r e s p e c t  to  development o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld  
would you say  t h a t  e n t ry  i n t o  th e  common market has  changed 
th e  development o f  th e  under developed c o u n t r i e s ?
RRICK Yes i t  has  because  a l a r g e  p a r t  o f  the  former B r i t i s h  and 
French em pires l a r g e l y  g eared  to  producing  cash c ro p s  fo r  
consumption in  th e  m e t ro p o l i t a n  c o u n t r i e s  and one o f  th e  
e f f e c t s  o f  the  common m arket i s  to  g e t  r i d  o f ,  to  c lo s e  
up o f f  t h i s  market f o r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  produce to  many o f
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th e se  c o u n t r i e s ,  t h i s  i s  t r u e  n o t  on ly  o f  the  a c t u a l  c o u n t r i e s  
o f  the  em pire, one th in k s  o f  th e  A u s t r a l i a n s  who have had 
problems which have been r e l a t i v e l y  easy fo r  them to  so lv e  
because o f  th e  growth o f  Japan , they  have been a b le  to  s e l l ,  
d i v e r t  t h e i r  p ro d u c t io n  fo r  s a l e  i n  Japan , b u t  f o r  c o u n t r i e s  
l i k e  the  A rg en tin e  and Uraguay th e  West In d ia n  i s l a n d s  t h a t  
a r e  dependent on su g ar  th ey  have n o t  been a b le  o r  very  e a s i l y  
a b le  to  f in d  ways o f  d i v e r t i n g  t h e i r  p ro d u c t io n  to  o th e r  m arke ts  
p a r t l y  because  th e  growth o f  su g ar  b e e t  i n  tem pera te  a g r i c u l t ­
ure  has meant t h a t  much o f  th e  maket f o r  cane su g ar  has  
d isa p p e a re d  anyway. Most tem p era te  c o u n t r i e s  th e  U nited  S t a t e s ,  
The U.K., w es te rn  Europe g e n e r a l l y ,  i t ’s  th e  b e e t  p ro d u ce rs  
who p ro v id e  su g a r  and n o t  th e  cane p ro d u c e rs .  NOw th e  e f f e c t  
o f  t h a t  on th e  economies o f  th e  cane p roducing  c o u n t r i e s  i s  
d i s a s t e r o u s ,  th e y  no lo n g e r  have a  m arket fo r  what th e y  
produce and th e  problem t h a t  goes w ith  t h a t  i s  t h a t  th e  s o c i a l  
and economic s t r u c t u r e  t h a t  u n d e rp in s  th e  p l a n t a t i o n  p ro d u c t io n  
o f  sugar  f o r  e x p o r t  i s  no lo n g e r  r e l e v a n t  to  t h a t  c o u n t ry ,  i t  
no lo n g e r  h as  any r e a l  re a s o n  and so th e y  have enormous s o c i a l  
and p o l i t i c a l  problem s which a r e  based  i n  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e y  
have an economic and p o l i t i c a l  system which i s  r o o te d  i n  th e  
p a s t ,  i t ' s  r o o te d  i n  th e  h i s t o r y  which no lo n g e r  a p p l i e s  i n  
te rm s o f  th e  economic system t h a t  th e y  a r e  p a r t  o f -  They a r e  
no lo n g e r  p ro d u c e rs  f o r  th e  U .K .. m arket and so th e y  have t o  
look  e lsew here  um .. f o r  w hatever i t  i s  t h e y ' r e  going  to  do.
Again th e  l o g i c a l  th in g  i s  to  go over to  th e  p ro d u c t io n  o f  
c rops  fo r  l o c a l  consum ption, th e  d i f f i c u l t y  h e re  i s  t h a t  th e s e  
c o u n t r i e s  have a  system o f  la n d  te n u re  which was based  on l a r g e  
s c a le  p la n a t io n  economies and i t  has  c r e a te d  a  s o c i a l  e l i t e  
who th em se lves  were were ro o te d  in  the  p l a n t a t i o n  economy and 
i t ' s  ve ry  v e ry  d i f f i c u l t ,  s h o r t  o f  r e v o lu t io n  f o r  them to  
tran s fo rm  t h e i r  s o c a i l  and economic system s and i t ' s  v e ry  
d i f f i c u l t  to  see  how th ey  w i l l  succeed  in  doing t h i s ,  th e  s h o r t  
cu t  i s  to  f in d  a n o th e r  m arket f o r  the  su g a r  c rop  b u t  t h i s  
simply l i 'e e z e s  under development whei-c they a r e ,  thu;^ a r e  c.augin
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in  the same t r a p ,  excep t they a r e  now s e l l i n g  t h e i r  sugar 
to  somebody o th e r  than  t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  m arket,  bu t they a r e  
s t i l l  caugh t in  th e  same t r a p  and i t  does no t so lv e  th e  problem 
o f  development ag a in  they  have to  reduce the  s in g le  m onoculture  
expo rt  c rop  to  a m arg ina l p a r t  o f  t h e i r  economy, in  th e  c a se  of 
the  West I n d ie s  i t ' s  a g g ra v a te d  because a s  w ith  Southern  I t a l y  
and S outhern  I r e l a n d  in  Europe they  have the  problem o f  
s u rp lu s  p o p u la t io n  and alw ays have had . T r a d i t i o n a l l y  th e  
o u tp u ts  o f  t h i s  have been fo r  th e  p o p u la t io n  to  em ig ra te ,  t h i s  
i s  becoming i n c r e a s i n g l y  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  them to  do so and so th e y  
then  g e t  th e  problem s o f  mass unemployment a t  home which 
ag g ra v a te  th e  e x i s t i n g  p rob lem s. The o th e r  problem which i s  
in h e re n t  i n  t h a t  i s  n o t  b e in g  looked  a t ,  and i t  a f f e c t s  th e  
North A f r ic a n  i n  r e l a t i o n  to  France a s  w ell  i s  t h a t
you produce a  c l a s s  o f  w orkers  who a r e  u rb a n is e d  i n  te rm s o f  a 
m e t ro p o l i t a n  c o u n t ry ,  i t  i s  v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  in s t a n c e  to  
th in k  o f  you th s  from B r ix to n  w ith  E n g lish  e d u c a t io n s  and up­
b r in g in g  going  back to  th e  West I n d ie s  and s e t t i n g  up a s  
p easan t  fa rm e rs ,  th e y  j u s t  d o n ' t  have th e  s k i l l s ,  th e y  d o n ' t  
have th e  background . They would be a s  u t t e r l y  h e l p l e s s  a s  an  
E n g lish  boy go ing  i n t o  e x a c t ly  th e  same env ironm ent. They j u s t  
la c k  th e  knowledge f o r  doing  th e  jo b .  Indeed  th e  peo p le  them­
s e lv e s  t h e r e  l a c k  th e  knowledge to  be p e a sa n t  fa rm ers  because  th e  
o n ly  c u l t u r e ,  a g r i c u l t u r e  t h a t  th e y  have been in v o lv e d  i n  has  
been th e  growth o f  s u g a r .  So what s k i l l s  th e y  have i n  fa rm ing  
a r e  l a r g e l y  o b s o le t e .  They no lo n g e r  can s e l l  su g ar  so t h e r  i s  
no p o in t  i n  growing s u g a r ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  th e y  have to  s eek  t o t a l l y  
new way o f  ru n n in g  th e ireco n o m y , i t  can be done b u t  th e  problem 
i s  t h a t  i f  i t  i s  to  be done i t  can on ly  be a t  enormous s o c i a l  
and p o l i t i c a l  c o s t ,  we can expec t  huge upheava ls  I 'm  a f r a i d  
I 'm  n o t a l l  t h a t  o p t i m i s t i c  abou t t h i r d  world  developm ent.
You know t h a t  th e r e  a r e  p r i s i o n e r s  on humger s t r i k e  i n  th e  
Maize p r i s o n  in  B e l f a s t .  O bviously  they  have been c l a s s e d  a s  
t e r r o r i s t s  and th e y  have committed v a r io u s  crimes* Do you th in k  
th e s e  p r i s i o n e r s  shou ld  be g iven  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s !
No because  g iv in g  them p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  i s  tan tam ount to  
r e c o g n is in g  th e  le g i ta m a c y  o f  th e  o r g a n i s a t io n s  t h a t  th e y  belong 
to .  I f  they  have p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s ,  then  in  e f f e c t  i t  means t h a t
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t h e y ' r e  p r i s i o n e r s  o f  war an d  t h a t  i n  e f f e c t  means t h a t  b o th  
t h e  I . R . A .  an d  t h e  I .N .L .A  a r e  l e g i t i m a t e  o r g a n i s a t i o n s . Now 
I  d i s a g r e e  w i th  d o in g  i t  i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  N o r t h e r n  I r e l a n d ,  b e c a u s e  
I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  i t  w ould  h e l p  s o l v e  t h e  p ro b le m  o f  I r e l a n d ,  n o t  
b e c a u s e  I 'm  f u n d a m e n t a l l y  o p p o s e d  t o  t h e  I . E . A .  I  t h i n k  a  l o t  
o f  c a n t  a n d  h y p o c r o s y  i s  t a l k e d  a b o u t  t h i s  b e c a u s e  many o f  
t h e  p e o p l e  d i s a g r e e  w i t h  t e r r o r i s m  a r e  q u i t e  p r e p a r e d  t o  u s e  
i 9 t ,  o r  ev e n  h a v e  u s e d  i t  when i t  s u i t s  t h e i r  own e n d s .  I f  
you  l o o k  a t  i t  l o g i c a l l y  i t  m akes v e r y  l i t t l e  d i f f e r e n c e  t o  a  
p e r s o n  who i s  k i l l e d  by  a  bomb, w h e th e r  t h e  bomb was d ro p p e d  
by  men i n  u n i f o r m  i n  a  v e r y  e x p e n s i v e  a e r o p l a n e  o r  p l a n t e d  b y  
a  t e r r o r i s t  -  i t ' s  e q u a l l y  d e a d l y ,  u m . . a n d  m o s t  o f  t h e  c i v i l ­
i s e d  n a t i o n s  h a v e  r e s o r t e d  t o  q u i t e  d e l i b e r a t e  p o l i c i e s  o f  t e r r o r  
bom bing  a t  one  s t a g e  o r  a n o t h e r  i n  t h e i r  h i s t o r y .  We c e r t a i n l y  
d i d  i t  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  t h e  G erm ans ,  w here  we s e t  o u t  t o  d e s t r o y  t h e i r  
m o r a l  b y  t h e  s y s t e m a t i c  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e i r  c i t i e s .  The A m e r ic a n s  
o b v i o u s l y  d i d  i t  i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  J a p a n  w here  t h e y  f o l l o w e d  e x a c t l y  
t h e  same p o l i c y .  We h a v e  s u p p o r t e d  w hat t h e  t e c h n i c a l l y  
t e r r o r i s t  g r o u p s  i n  E u ro p e  i n  t h e  l a s t  w a r ,  when we f u n d e d  a n d  
s u p p l i e d  r e s i s t a n c e  o r g a n i s a t i o n s  t h r o u g h o u t  E u ro p e .  I f  y o u  
l o o k  a t  t h e  Hague C o n v e n t io n  on t h e  l a w s  o f  w a r ,  t h e s e  g r o u p s  
w ere  i l l e g i t i m a t e ,  t h e y  h a d  no  r i g h t  t o  e x i s t ,  t h e y  w e re  p e o p l e  
who f o l l o w e d  c i v i l i a n  o c c u p a t i o n s  d u r i n g  t h e  d ay  a n d  a c t e d  a s  
t e r r o r i s t s  a t  v a r i o u s  t i m e s .  A t t a c k i n g , t h e  g a r r i s o n s  a n d  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l  m em bers o f  t h e  o c c u p y in g  f o r c e s  u rn . ,  t h e y  a r e  n o  
d i f f e r e n t  t o  t h e  t e r r o r i s t s  o p e r a t i n g  t o d a y .  T a k in g  p e r h a p s  
a n  e x t r e m e  c a s e ,  Menachem B e g in  i s  s t r o n g l y  o p p o s e d  t o  t e r r o r i s t s ,  
t h e r e  i s  s t i l l  i n  f a c t  a  w a r r e n t  o u t  f o r  h i s  a r r e s t ,  t h a t  n o b o d y  
i s  g o i n g  t o  e n f o r c e ,  i s s u e d  b y  t h e  B r i t i s h  M a n d a to ry  A u t h o r i t y  
when t h e y  w ere  g o v e r n i n g  P a l e s t i n e  a n d  when h e  was e n g a g e d  i n  
t e r r o r i s t  a c t i v i t i e s  a g a i n s t  t h e  M a n d a to ry  A u t h o r i t y  a n d  t h e r e  
i s  a  w a r r e n t  o u t  f o r  h i s  a r r e s t  f o r  m u rd e ro  Now I  d o n ' t  a p p r o v e  
o f  t e r r o r i s m  b e c a u s e  I  d o n ' t  a p p r o v e  o f  v i o l e n c e  o f  a n y  s o r t ,  
b u t  on t h e  o t h e r  h a n d  I  t h i n k  t h a t  one h a s  t o  be v e r y  s u r e  when 
one t a l k s  a b o u t  t e r r o r i s m  t h a t  you  a r e  n o t  s i m p ly  s a y i n g  t h a t  
Yon a r e  s u p p o r t i i i g  v i o l e n c e  by one : n d c . a n d  n o t  t h e  o t h e r .  Many
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p e o p le  i n  I r e l a n d  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  v i o l e n c e  d i d  n o t  o r i g i n a t e  
w i th  t h e  I . R . A .  The v i o l e n c e  o r i g i n a t e d  w i th  t h e  U l s t e r  
A u t h o r i t i e s ,  i t ' s  o f t e n  f o r g o t t e n  t h a t  t h e  B r i t i s h  T ro o p s  w ere  
s e n t  i n ,  n o t  t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  U l s t e r  a g a i n s t  t h e  
I . R . A .  b u t  t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  C a t h o l i c  p o p u l a t i o n  a g a i n s t  t h e  
R o y a l  U l s t e r  C o n s t a b u l a r y ,  who t h e o r e t i c a l l y  w ere  t h e  l e g a l  
a u t h o r i t y  i n  t h e  c o u n t r y .  B ut whose a t t i t u d e  a n d  whose b i a s  
a g a i n s t  t h e  C a t h o l i c  p o p u l a t i o n  a n d  t h e i r  t e n d e n c y  t o  u s e  
e x c e s s i v e  v i o l e n c e  a g a i n s t  them becam e s o  n o t o r i o u s  t h a t  t h e  
g o v e rn m e n t  h a d  t o  s t e p  i n  a n d  t r o o p s  from  o u t s i d e  t o  r e s t r a i n  
t h e  p o l i c e .  T h a t  i n  no way i s  i n t e n d e d  t o  w h i te w a s h  t h e  I . R . A .  
b u t  t h e  I . R . A .  u n f o r t u n a t e l y  e x i s t s  a g a i n  i n  a  c o u n t r y  l i k e  
P o la n d  w h ic h  h a s  a  h i s t o r y  o f  v i o l e n t  r e v o l u t i o n .  I t  h a s  a  
h i s t o r y  o f  v i o l e n c e ,  t h e  I . R . A . .  a r e  n o t  a  new o r g a n i s a t i o n  t h e y  
go b a c k  t o  t h e  l a s t  c e n t u r y  t h e y  h a v e  a  l o n g  h i s t o r y  o f  a p p l y i n g  
v i o l e n c e  t o  w h a t  t h e y  s e e  i s  t h e  s o l u t i o n  t o  I r e l a n d ' s  p r o b l e m s .
[TERVIEWER How w ere  t h e y  fo rm e d  t h e n ,  do y o u  know? You s a y  t h e  l a s t  c e n t u r y .
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They w e re  fo rm e d  a s  t h e  F e n n y ia n  B r o th e r h o o d  i n  t h e  l a s t  c e n t u r y .  
T h e i r  i n i t i a l  a im  w a s ,  i n  f a c t  I  t h i n k  I 'm  w rong i n  s a y i n g  t h e  
1 8 8 0 ' s  i t ' s  p r o b a b l y  s l i g h t l y  e a r l i e r .  I n i t i a l l y  t h e y  p l a n n e d  
t o  e s t a b l i s h  a n  a rm y  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  t o  i n v a d e  C an ad a  a n d  
t h e y  w e re  s u p p r e s s e d  b y  t h e  C a n a d ia n  A u t h o r i t i e s  a n d  t h e  
A m e r ic a n  A u t h o r i t i e s  b u t ,  t h e y  d i d  r e t a i n  a  h o l d  i n  I r e l a n d  
o v e r  e l e m e n t s  o f  t h e  I r i s h  N a t i o n a l i s t  P a r t y  a n d  t h e r e  was a n  
I r i s h  p a r t y  w h ich  o p e r a t e d  a s  a  p o l i t i c a l  p a r t y  i n  t h e  B r i t i s h  
S y s tem  w h ic h  b o u g h t  I r i s h  s e a t s  f o r  t h e  B r i t i s h  P a r l i a m e n t ,  w h ic h  
g o t  i t s e l f  e l e c t e d  t o  l o c a l  a u t h o r i t i e s .  T h e r e  was a  s t r o n g  t r a d ­
i t i o n  o f  v i o l e n c e  w h ich  -went b a c k  beyond  t h a t  t h e  W o lf  Tone 
u n i t e d  I r i s h m a n  o f  t h e  e i g h t e e n t h  c e n t u r y
S o r r y  who
W olf Tone
IRVIEWER W olf T o n e ,  i s  t h a t  two n a m e s .
Yes i t ' s  h i s  nam e, h i s  f u l l  name, d u r i n g  t h e  N a p o le o n ic  w a rs  
}ie fo u n d e d  a  s o c i e t y  c a l l e d  t h e  U n i t e d  I r i s h m e n  d i r e c t e d  a g a i n s t  
B r i t i s h  r u l e  i n  I r e l a n d  a n d  w h ich  f a v o u re d  home r u l e  f o r  I r e l a n d  
At t h a t  s t a g e  I re l .- .o d  had  o n l y  r e c e n t l y  c e a s e d  t o  h a v e  a
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s e p a r a t e  p a r l i a m e n t  i n  D u b l in  , had  t h i s  p a r l i a m e n t  em erged  
by an  a c t  o f  u n i o n ,  b u t  t h e  p a r l i a m e n t  w hich  d id  t h a t ,  t h e  
o r i g i n a l  I r i s h  p a r l i a m e n t  was v e r y  u n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  by o u r  
s t a n d a r d s ,  v e r y  much was t h e  p a r l i a m e n t  o f  t h e  p r o t e s t a n t s .
To s t a r t  w i t h  C a t h o l i c s  w ere  f o r b i d d e n  t o  h o l d  s e a t s  i n  
p a r l i a m e n t  b e c a u s e  t h e y  c o u l d n ' t  t a k e  t h e  o a t h  o f  l o y a l t y ,  
o n ly  m embers o f  t h e  p r o t e s t a n t  c h u r c h e s  c o u l d  t a k e  t h e  o a t h  
o f  l o y a l t y  t o  t h e  E n g l i s h  k i n g  a n d  so  c o n s e q u e n t l y  i t  was 
p r e d o m i n a n t l y  a  p r o t e s t a n t  l a n d o w n e r  p a r l i a m e n t  a n d  o f  c o u r s e ,  
t h e  vo te ,SB  i n  t h i s  c o u n t r y  was r e s t r i c t e d  on a  p r o p e r t y  
f r a n c h i s e ,  i t  was n o t  a n  o pen  v o t e  f o r  e v e ry b o d y ,  i t  was 
l i m i t e d  t o  m a le s  who w e re  o v e r  tw e n t y  one  y e a r s  o l d  a n d  h e l d
-I ’ - • •
t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  am oun t o f  p r o p e r t y .  So t h a t  i t  was r e s e n t e d  
b y  many I r i s h m e n  when t h e  p a r l i a m e n t s  m e rg e d .  W olf Tone was 
i n  f a c t  h i m s e l f  a  p r o t e s t a n t  b u t  h e  fo rm ed  a  s e p a r a t e  I r i s h  
o r g a n i s a t i o n  t h e  U n i t e d  I r i s h m e n  w h ich  was s y m p a t h e t i c ,  n o t  
t o  C a t h o l i c i s m  b u t  t o  t h e  F r e n c h  r e v o l u t i o n  a n d  t h i s  was i n  
t h e  1790 ' s  so  o b v i o u s l y  i t  p u t  him a t  im m e d ia te  l o g g e r h e a d s  
w i t h  t h e  B r i t i s h  G o v ern m en t w h ich  was a t  w ar w i t h  F r a n c e .  
R e v o l u t i o n a r y  F r a n c e .  The B r i t i s h  i n  f a c t  s u p p r e s s e d  i t  a n d  
a f t e r  t h e  N a p o le o n ic  w a rs  t h e  B r i t i s h  r e o r g a n i s e d  t h e  I r i s h  
p o l i c e  s y s te m  t o  c r e a t e  a  u n i f i e d  s y s te m  o f  a  s i n g l e  p a r a ­
m i l i t a r y  p o l i c e  f o r c e .  I  mean t h i s  i s  a g a i n  s o m e th in g  w h ich  
i s  o f t e n  f o r g o t t e n ,  when y o u  t a l k  a b o u t  I r e l a n d  a n d  t h a t  i s  
: t h a t  t h e y  h a v e  n e v e r  h a d  a n  u narm ed  c i v i l i a n  p o l i c e  f o r c e  i n  
I r e l a n d  e x c e p t  t h e  D u b l i n  M e t r o p o l i t a n  P o l i c e .  The p o l i c e  
f o r c e  i n  I r e l a n d ,  t h e  o l d  R o y a l  I r i s h  C o n s t a b u l a r y  w e re  a n  
a rm ed  f o r c e ,  t h e y  d i d n ' t  s i m p l y  c a r r y  g u n s  a s  a n  A m e r ic a n  p o l i c e  
man d i d ,  t h e y  l i v e d  i n  b a r r a c k s  s c a t t e r e d  a b o u t  t h e  c o u n t r y s i d e .  
They o p e r a t e d  a s  a  p a r a - m i l i t a r y  a n d  n o t  a s  a  c i v i l i a n  p o l i c e  
f o r c e  t h i s  i s  t h e  g r e a t  d i f f e r e n c e  t h a t  i s  o f t e n  m i s s e d  b e c a u s e  
d u r i n g  t h e  l a t e  p a r t  o f  t h e  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  t h e y  w ore  v e r y  
s i m i l a r  u n i f o r m s  t o  E n g l i s h  p o l i c e  b u t  t h e y  d i f f e r e d  i n  t h a t  
e v e r y  I r i s h  p o l i c e m a n  h a d  a  r i f l e  a n d  b a y o n e t ,  p l a c e s  l i k e  p o l i c e  
s t a t i o n s  w ere  e q u i p p e d  w i t h  s m a l l  p i e c e s  o f  a r t i l l e r y  a n d  l a t e r  
on m ach in e  g u n s .  T h ey  w e re  d e s i g n e d  t o  h o l d  down a n  o c c u p i e d  
p o p u l a t i o n  and  c o n s e q u e n t l y  t o w a r d s  t h e  end o f  t h e  n i n t e o n t h  
c e n t u r y  a t  t h e  b e g i n i n g  o f  t h e  f i r s t  w o r ld  w ar t h e  p a r a  m i l i t a r y
195
O r g a n i s a t i o n s  grow i n  I r e l a n d  a n d  t h e r e ' s  n o w  two s e p a r a t e  
o n e s ,  t h e  U l s t e r  c o l u n t e e r s  w h o  a r e  l a r g e l y  P r o t e s t a n t  a n d  
L o y a l i s t  and  t! ie  I r i s h  v o l u n t e e r s  w h o  a r e  l a r g e l y  C a t h o l i c  
a n d  R e p u b l i c a n .  They o p e n ly  p a r a d e d  w i t h  f i r e  a rm s b e f o r e  
t h e  f i r s t  w o r ld  w a r ,  so  t h e  t r a d i t i o n  o f  armed f o r c e  i n  
I r i s h  p o l i t i c s  r u n s  much d e e p e r  th a n m o s t  E n g l i s h  p e o p l e  
r e a l i s e , t h e  eno rm o u s  t r a d i t i o n  o f  u p r i s i n g s  c e r t a i n l y  t l ie  
f a i m i n e  o f  t h e  l 8 4 0 ' s  t h r o u g h  t o  t h e  t u r n  o f  t h e  c e n t u r y ,  
t h e r e  w e re  i n c o h e r e n t  u p r i s i n g s  i n  I r e l a n d  -  t h e  p e a s a n t s ,  
w h c ih  t h e  R o y a l  I r i s h  C o n s t a b u l a r y  a s  i t  t h e n  w as, was f o r c e d  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  t o  r e p r e s s ,  i t  w as n o t  fo rm ed  t o  h and  o u t  
p a r k i n g  t i c k e t s  o r  u m ..  c a t c h  b u r g l a r s ,  p r i m a r i l y  i t  w as fo rm e d  
t o  r e p r e s s ,  b e f o r e  b ec o m in g  t h e  I r i s h  C o n s t a b u l a r y  i t ' s  
o r i g i n a l  t i t l e  was The Law an d  O rd e r  C o rp s  o r  t h e  P e a c e  K e e p in g  
C o rp s  an d  i t  w as d e s i g n e d  a s  a  m o b i le  p a r a - m i l i t a r y  f o r c e  
w h ic h  t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  c o u l d  c a l l  i n  when t h e  l o c a l  p o p u l a t i o n  
g o t  o u t  o f  h a n d  an d  t h i s  i s  t h e  f u n c t i o n  t h e y ' v e  h a d  f o r  many 
many y e a r s ,  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  t h e r e f o r e  t h e  I r i s h  b u i l t  up  a n  
o p p o s i t i o n  t o  i t  -  a  s e r i e s  o f  i l l e g a l  m i l i t a r ^ y  a n d  p a r a ­
m i l i t a r y  o r g a n i s a t i o n s  l i k e  t h e  I . R . A .  so  t h e  I . R . A .  a l t h o u g h  
i s  a  r e l a t i v e l y  r e c e n t  f o r m a t i o n  b y  I r i s h  s t a n d a r d s ,  a s  I  s a y  
r e l a t e s  t o  t h e  F in n e a n  B r o t h e r h o o d  o f  t h e  l 8 8 0 ' s  i t  b ecam e 
a  d i s t i n c t  o r g a n i s a t i o n  d u r i n g  t h e  c i v i l  w ar i n  I r e l a n d  b e tw e e n  
t h e  I r i s h  e l e m e n t s  w h ich  -  o r  I . R . A .  e l e m e n t s  w h ic h  h a d  s i g n e d  
a  p e a c e  t r e a t y  w i t h  B r i t a i n  an d  t h o s e  w e re  o p p o s e d  t o  i t , who 
w is h e d  f o r  a  t o t a l l y  u n i t e d  R e p u b l i c a n  I r e l a n d  an d  t h e  I . R . A .  
t h e n  becam e a  d i s t i n c t i v e  o r g a n i s a t i o n .  B u t  h i s t o r i c a l l y  t h e  
p a r t  o f  t h e  p ro b le m  i s  t h a t  t h e  I . R . A .  i s  n o t  s e e n  a s  a  
t e r r o r i s t  o r g a n i s a t i o n  b y  many I r i s h m e n ,  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  i t  h a s  
b e e n  a  g r o u p  o f  h e r o e s  i n  I r i s h  f o l k l o r e ,  p e o p l e  who f o u g h t  
f o r  I r i s h  i n d e p e n d e n c e  an d  t h e r e  a r e  many d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw e e n  
t h e  p r e s e n t  I . R . A .  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  p r o v i s i o n a l s  a n d  t h e  o l d  I .R .A  
b u t  f o r  m o s t  p e o p l e  i n  I r e l a n d  t h e y  d o n ' t  s e e  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  
o n l y  t h e  s i m i l a r i t y ,  t h e s e  p e o p l e  a r e ,  a s  t h e y  s e e  i t  f i g h t i n g  
f o r  I r i s h  i n d e p e n d e n c e .  M ost C a t h o l i c  I r i s h m e n ,  an d  I 'm  n o t  
j u s t  t a l k i n g  a b o u t  U l s t e r ,  b u t  I r e l a n d  a s  a  w h o le ,  r e s e n t e d  t h e  
c o n t i n u i n g  B r i t i s h  P r e s e n c e  i n  t h e  n o r t h ,  ev e n  th o u g h  t h e  
m a j o r i t y  o f  t l ie  p o ] ) u l a t i o n  o f  t l ic  n o r t h ,  t h (  P r o t e s t a n t s  f a v o n r  
i t ,  t h e  b u l k  o f  C a t h o l i c  I r i s h m e n  a r e  b i t t e r l y  o p p o s e d  t o  i t
196
cind alwayr» h'iv<^ b e e n . I t ' s  a lw a y s  b ee n  a m a t t e i '  o f  f a c t  
t h a t  no I r i s h  p o l i t i c i a n  s i n c e  in d e p e n d e n c e  h a s  e v e r  d a r e d  
to  go t o  t h e  p o l l s  and  sa y  b u n t l y  t h a t  he was i n  f a v o u r  o f  
t h e  s t a t u s  q u o .  I t ' s  a c t u a l l y  w r i t t e n  i n t o  t h e  I r i s h  c o n s t i t  
u t i o n  t h a t  N o r t h e r n  I r e l a n d  i s  a p a r t  o f  t h e  R e p u b l i c  and  i t ' s  
o n ly  a  m a t t e r  o f  f i n d i n g  w ays to  s e t t l e  t h e  p ro b le m  and  b r i n g ­
i n g  i t  b a c k  i n t o  t h e  R e p b u l i c .  The d o n ' t  s e e  i t  a s  a  s e p a r a t e  
c o u n t r y .  T h a t  h av e  a  d i f f e r e n t  c o n s e p t  o f  t h e  law  r e s p e c t i n g  
N o r t h e r n  I r e l a n d ,  and  i f  you  l o o k ,  i n  f a c t ,  a t  t h e  t r e a t y ,  
t h e  1923 t r e a t y  i t  was a lw a y s  p l a n n e d  a s  f a r  a s  t h e  w o rd in g  o f  t h e  
t r e a t y  g o e s  b e tw e e n  B r i t a i n  and  I r e l a n d  t h a t  I r e l a n d  w o u ld  
e v e n t u a l l y  be  a  s i n g l e  u n i t e d  c o u n t r y  an d  t h a t  t h e  B r i t i s h  
p r e s e n c e  i n  U l s t e r  was a  t e m p o r a r y  p r e s e n c e  w h ich  w o u l d , ' • 
u l t i m a t e l y  d i s a p p e a r  and  t h e  B r i t i s h  w o u ld  e v e n t u a l l y  h an d  
U l s t e r  o v e r ,  a s  s o o n  a s  t h e  U l s t e r  P r o t e s t a n t s  c o u l d  b e  r e c o n c i l e d  
t o  b e i n g  p a r t  o f  a  u n i t e d  I r e l a n d  an d  t h i s  h a s  b e e n  t h e  c o n t i n u -  
i n g  p r o b le m ,  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h o u g h  t h a t  o n e  c o u l d  g i v e  p o l i t i c a l  
s t a t u s  t o  t h e  p e o p l e  i n  t h e  M a iz e ,  an d  t o  g e t  b a c k  t o  t h e  
o r i g i n a l  q u e s t i o n  -  b e c a u s e  t h e  d a n g e r  i s  t h a t  i f  y o u  do s o ,  
t h e n  yo u  e n c o u r a g e  c o n t i n u i n g  v i o l e n c e  and  I  t h i n k  e v e n  t h a t  
many S o u th e rn  I r i s h m e n  a r e  r e l u c t a n t  t o  s e e  them  g i v e n  p o l i t i c a l  
s t a t u s ,  w h a te v e r  t h e y  s a y ,  b e c a u s e  t h e y  do. n o t  g e n e r a l l y  s p e a k i n g  
a p p r o v e  o f  t h e  I . R . A .  i n  a  s e n s e  t h a t  t h e y  a p p r o v e  o f  i t s  
u l t i m a t e  p o l i t i c a l  a im s  -  t h e  S o c i a l i s t  R e p u b l i c  o f  I r e l a n d .
They do a p p r o v e  o f  t h e  l i m i t e d  p o l i t i c a l  a im s  o f  t h e  p r o v i s i o n a l  
I . R .A .  w h ic h  i s  s i m p ly  t h e  u n i f i c a t i o n  o f  n o r t h  a n d  s o u t h e r n  
I r e l a n d , , b u t  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  p e o p l e  a p p r o v e  
o f  v i o l e n c e  a n d  t h i s  i s  t h e  o b j e c t i o n  I  t h i n k ,  we a l l  o u g h t  
t o  b e  p r e p a r e d  t o  make some c o n c e s s i o n s  b u t  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  
we s h o u l d  g i v e  them  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  b e c a u s e  t h a t  i m p l i e s  some 
fo rm  o f  l e g a l i t y  o f  t h e  I . R . A .  w h ich  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  we s h o u l d  
g i v e .  P a r t  o f  t h e  p ro b le m  i s  t h e  I . R . A .  c o u l d  d e c l a r e  i t s e l f ,  
i f  i t  w e re  t o  come t o  some a r r a n g e m e n t  w i t h  t h e s e  p e o p l e  t h e r e  
i s  n o t h i n g  s t o p p i n g  a n o t h e r  g ro u p  s e t t i n g  u p  a s  t h e  I . R . A .  and  
s t a r t i n g  t h e  w h o le  t h i n g  tom orrow  and  a l s o  you h a v e  t h e  v e r y  
c l e a r  p ro b le m  t h a t  i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  b e tw e e n  
l e g i t i m a t e  -  t h a t ' s  n o t  p e r h a p s  t h e  r i g h t  word b u t  p o l i t i c a l
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t e r r o r i s t s  and  s t r a i g h t  f o r w a r d  c r i m i n a l s .  P a r t i c u l a r l y  s i n c e  
t h e  I r i s h  p a r a - m i l i t a r y  h av e  f i n a n c e d  t h e i r  o r g a n i s a t i o n  w i th  
t h i n g s  l i k e  b an k  r o b b e r i e s .  When d o e s  a  man become a  t e r r o r i s t ,  
w hat p e r c e n t a g e  o f  h i s  t a k e  from  i i i s  l a t e s t  r o b b e r y  d o e s  he 
h av e  t o  g i v e  t o  t h e  I . R . A .  t o  be  a l e g i t i m a t e  t e r r o r i s t  e n t i t l e d  
t o  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  a s  o p p o se d  t o  a  s t r a i g h t  f o r w a r d  v i l l a i n .
I t  r a i s e s  t o o  many p r o b l e m s ,  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  we ca n  g i v e  them  
p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  I  mean t h e r e  m ig h t  be  room f o r  m anouvre  on 
p r i s o n  d i s c i p l i n e  b u t  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  we ca n  g i v e  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s .
[NTERVIEWER O.K. R ig h t  do you  h a v e  an y  h o b b i e s D e r ’k? o r  t h i n g s  t h a t  yo u  do i n  
y o u r  s p a r e  t im e  away from  w ork t h a t  r e a l l y  t u r n  yo u  o n ,  t h a t  you  
a r e  r e a l l y  s e n s i t i v e  t o .
)ERRICK I ’ve  g o t  a  l a r g i s h  f a m i l y  w h ic h  t a k e s  up a  l o t  o f  my t im e .
INTERVIEWER Y ou’ve  g o t  w h a t  s i x  c h i l d r e n
)ERRICK S ev en  c h i l d r e n
INTERVIEWER I s  t h a t  y o u r  ho b b y  t h e n ?  ( l a u g h t e r )
lERRICK No I  w o u l d n ' t  s a y  i t ' s  my ho b b y  b u t  I ' v e  g o t  s e v e n  c h i l d r e n  
a n d  t h r e e  g r a n d  c h i l d r e n  so  I  t e n d  t o  h av e  a  l o t  o f  my t i m e  
t a k e n  up  w i t h  f a m i l y  r e l a t e d  a c t i v i t i e s .  I  e n j o y  m e s s i n g  a b o u t  
w i t h  c a r s  w h ic h  I  d o ,  maybe b e c a u s e  t h e  c a r  I  r u n  i s  p e r m a n t l y  
g i v i n g  me p r o b l e m s .  I  e n j o y  m e s s in g  a b o u t  w i t h  t h a t .  I ' m  s t i l l  
f a s c i n a t e d  b y  h i s t o r y ,  a lw a y s  h a v e  b e e n .
TERVIEWER Which p a r t s  o f  h i s t o r y ,  I  mean p o l i t i c a l ?  o r  e c o n o m i c a l ,  
econom ic  h i s t o r y  r a t h e r .
RRICK Urn.. I  s u p p o s e  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  b e c a u s e  I  s t r a i g h t  away w o u ld  s a y  
t h a t  you c a n n o t  b r e a k  up t h e  f a b r i c  i n t o  t h e  p o l i t i c a l ,  t h e  
e c o n o m ic a l ,  t h e  s o c i a l  -  t h e s e  t h i n g s  a r e  d e e p l y  i n t e r - t w i n e d  
we w ere  t a l k i n g  a b o u t  P o la n d  e a r l i e r  and  I  s a i d  t h e r e  t h a t  t h e i r
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D i g r e s s i o n
l i i s l o i } l l ic i i -  I’e l i g i o u s , U i c i r  p o l i t i c . u l ,  I h e i r  econom ic  
and t h e i r  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  i s  su ch  a s  to  c r e a t e  a  p a r t i c u l a r  
s i t u a t i o n ,  you c a n n o t  s e p a r a t e  th e  e l e m e n t s  o u t .  The t r a d e  
u n io n  s o l i d a r i t y  may h av e  p o l i t i c a l  and eco n o m ic  o b j e c t i v e s  
b u t  i t ' s  r o o t e d  i n  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  p e o p l e ,  I  mean 
t h e  C a t h o l i c  c h u r c h  and  t o  t h i n k  t h a t  you ca n  t a k e  i t  and  s a y  
t h i s  i s  n o t h i n g  t o  do w i t h  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  one o f  t h e  u n i f y i n g  
f a c t s  o f  P o l i s h  l i f e  i s  C a t h o l i c i s m "  One o f  t h e  d e f i n e r s  o f  t h e  
P o l e s  a s  o p p o s e d  t o  a  P r u s s i a n  o r  R u s s i a n  i s  h i s  C a t h o l i c i s m  
Um.. e t h n i c a l l y  i n  many w ays t h e y  a r e  t h e  same b r e e d  a s  t h e  
P r u s s i a n s  -  t h e  P r u s s i a n s  a r e  n o t  o r i g i n a l l y  German s p e a k e r s ,  
o l d  P r u s s i a n  i s  a  S l a v o n i c  l a n g u a g e .  They a r e  S l a v s  l i k e  t h e  
R u s s i a n s  a n d  y e t  t h e y  h av e  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  and  t h i s ,  d i f f e r e n c e  
i s  b a s i c a l l y  t h e y  a r e  Roman C a t h o l i c s  r a t h e r  t h a n  o r t h o d o x  
o r  P r o t e s t a n t ,  and  i t  d e f i n e s  th em , i t  p r o v i d e s  a n  o r g a n i s a t i o n a l  
b a s e ,  i r  p r o v i d e s  a  common l i n k e d  m o ra l  l a n g u a g e ,  m o ra l  co d e
w h ich  i s  l i n k e d  i n  t h e  s e n s e  t h a t  t h e s e  p e o p l e  s p e a k  f ro m  a
w ho le  a r e a  o f  m o ra l  d i s c o u r s e  w h ich  i s  r o o t e d  i n  C a t h o l i c  t h e o l o g y  
and  p o p u l a r  C a t h o l i c  r e l i g i o n .  To t r y  an d  s e p a r a t e  t h a t  o u t  f rom  
t h e i r  e c o n o m ic ,  s o c i a l  an d  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e  i s  r i d i c u i u s .  The 
C a t h o l i c  c h u r c h  i s  t o l e r a t e d  b y  t h e  C om m unis ts  i n  P o l a n d  a n d  
i s  r e c o g n i s e d  a s  a  p o w e r f u l  f o r c e  i n  P o l i s h  l i f e  b y  t h e  
Communist p a r t y , i s  t o  a c c e p t  t h a t  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  h i s t o r y  o f
P o la n d  i s  d e e p l y  i n t e r - t w i n e d  w i t h  i t s  s o c i a l  lan d  p o l i t i c a l
h i s t o r y ,  an d  t h i s  i s  t r u e  o f  an y  c o u n t r y  -  t a k e  a  w h o le  
e l e m e n t  a n d  s a y  r i g h t  we c a n  t a k e  eco n o m ic  h i s t o r y  a n d  we c a n  
s e p a r a t e  i s  a b s o l u t e l y  r i d i c u l o u s  — eco n o m ic  h i s t o r y  i s  t i e d  
i n  w i t h  t h e  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  p e o p l e .
5TERVIEWER You d o n ' t  j u s t  r e a d  h i s t o r y  a s  p a r t  o f  y o u r  O.U. d e g r e e  ?
CRRICK No b e c a u s e  i t  i s  an  i n t e r e s t  b e c a u s e  I 'm  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  o t h e r  t h i n g ;  
r e l a t e d  t o  i t  l i k e  p o l i t i c s  I  t h i n k  p o l i t i c s  i s  v e r y  s t r o n g l y  
r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  p e o p l e  -  t h e  p e o p l e  h av e  an  i d e a  o f  who 
t h e y  a r e  and  w hat t h e y  w ant t o  do w i t h  t h e i r  l i f e  w h ich - ,  i s  
r o o t e d  i n  t h e i r  h i s t o r y  t h i s  i s  why p o l i t i c a l  r e g i m e s  o f t e n  
a r c  en g a g ed  i n  r e - w r i i i n g  h i s t o r y  fc  s u i t  t h e i r  own l i n e .  Dm) 
a g a i n  t o  go b a c k  to  t h e  I r i s h  q u e s t i o n  why t h e  I r i s h  p r o v o s  
a c t u a l l y  r a t h e r  t h a n  c h o o s e  a  t o t a l l y  new t i t l e  t o o k  t h e  l e t t e r s  
I . R .A .  I i ' i s l i  R e p u b l i c a n  Army b e c a u s e  i t ' s  r o o t e d  i n  t h e i r  . h i s t o r y  
lh<,.-30 ; i rc  a  ban,! o f  h e r o e s  t h a t  f o u g h t  f o r  I r i s h  i n d e p e n d e n c e
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TERVIEWER
They w a n te d  to  form  an h i s t o r i c a l  l i n k  i n  th e  mind o f  t h e
I . r i s h  p e o p l e  w i t h  t h i s ,  w i th  th e  p e o p le  who h e l d  t l ie  G e n e r a l  
P o s t  o f f i c e  i n  '\^^G and  one way o f  d o in g  t h a t  i s  to-.o
Who w ere  t h e y  t h e n  i n  1916?
(RICK The I . R . A .  t h e  I r i s h  v o l u n t e e r s ,  t h e y  ch a n g ed  t h e i r  name t o
I . R . A .  a f t e r  t h a t ,  t h e y  w a n te d  t o  form  t h i s  d i r e c t  l i n k  w i t h  
t h e s e  h e r o e s  o f  t h e  I r i s h  L i b e r a t i o n  and  i t  was i m p o r t a n t  t o  do 
t h a t ,  t o  u s e  t h o s e  t h r e e  l e t t e r s  I . R .A .  w h ich  h ad  an  e m o t i o n a l  
p u l l  on  I r i s h m e n .  T h e i r  s o c i a l  and  eco n o m ic  h i s t o r y  i s  t h e r e  
and  i t ' s  r e c o g n i s e d  b y  p e o p l e  i t ' s  a . ,  t h e y  p l a y  on i t ,  p o l i t i c i a n  
i f  y o u  l i k e ,  who f o u n d e d  i t  an d  t h e  r e l a t e d  po i t i c a l  p a r t y  
S in h  F e i n  r e c o g n i s e d  t h a t  t h e  name S in h  F e i n  an d  t h e  name I . R . A .  
h a v e  h i s t o r i c a l  l i n k s  t h a t  t h e y  w i l l  a c h i e v e  a  l i n k a g e  i n  t h e  
m in d s  o f  I r i s h m e n  w i t h  t h e  g l o r i o u s  s t r u g g l e  t o  f r e e  I r e l a n d  
from  B r i t i s h  d o m i n a t i o n ,  t h e y  h ad  t o  make t h o s e  l i n k s ,  i t ' s  
a l m o s t  s u b - c o n c i o u s  y o u  c a n n o t  s e p a r a t e  p e o p l e ' s  h i s t o r y  i n t o  
c o m p a r tm e n ts  an d  s a y  t h i s  i s  h i s t o r y  t h i s  i s  p o l i t i c s ,  t h i s  i s  
e c o n o m ic s  t h i s  i s  s o c i a l .  The t h i n g s  a r e  i n t e r l i n k e d .  T h e r e  
w o u ld  b e  no s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  L a n c a s h i r e  c o t t o n  to w n  i f .  
t h e r e  h a d n  t  b e e n  t h e  ec o n o m ic  d e v e lo p o m e n t  o f  t h e  c o t t o n  
i n d u s t r y ,  t h e  two a r e  i n t e r l i n k e d ,  t h e y  c r e a t e  e a c h  o t h e r ,  
an y w h e re  y o u  l o o k ,  t h i s  i s  t r u e .  I  mean t h e  e a s t  en d  o f  L ondon  
d i d n ' t  j u s t  h a p p e n ,  i t  w as  b u i l t  b e c a u s e  London w as  a  g r e a t  p o r t  
an d  i t  b u i l t  d o c k s  on  t s  e a s t e r n  s i d e ,  t h e  e a s t  en d  g rew  up  
o u t  an d  a r o u n d  t h e  d o c k s ,  t a k e  t h e  d o c k s .a w a y  a n d  t h e n  y o u  h a v e  
a l l  t h e  s o c i a l  p r o b l e m s  o f  d o c k l a n d  t h e y  d i d n ' t  e x i s t  when y o u  
h ad  t h e  d o c k s ,  b e c a u s e  t h e  d o c k s  p r o v i d e d  a n  ec o n o m ic  b a s e  f o r  t h e  
w ho le  a r e a  t a k e  t h o s e  aw ay , t h e  eco n o m ic  b a s e  w h ic h  p e o p l e  t h i n k ,  
you  s e e  y o u  c a n  a b s t r a c t  i t ,  a s  so o n  a s  you  a b s t r a c t  i t  y o u  a r e  
f a c e d  w i t h  a  m ass  o f  s o c i a l  p r o b l e m s  t h a t  d i d n ' t  seem  h a l f  a s  
t e r r i b l e  two d e c a d e s  ago  when t h e y  had a  t h r i v i n g  d o c k s ,  
b e c a u s e  t h e r e  w as an  ec o n o m ic  b a s e  t h e  s o c i a l  p r o b l e m s  l o o k e d  
s o l u b l e  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  t h a t  economy -  t a k e  t h e  econom y away 
and  you  h a v e  a  m a s s iv e  s o c i a l  p ro b le m  t h a t  i s  w ha t  a r e  a l l  t h e s e  
p e o p l e  l i v i n g  h e r e  g o in g  t o  d o .  S o c i a l  l i f e  i s  s t r u c t u r e d  by  t h e  
econom y, i n  some ways t l ie  economy i s  s L r u c t u r e d  by s o c i a l  l i f e
IRVIEWER I ca n  s e e  t h a t  h i s t o r y  g e t s  you v e r y  e x c i t e d .
ICK Yes one o f  t h e  r e a s o n s  i s  t h a t  t h e  d e v e lo p i n g  c o u n t r i e s  i n  some
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ways to  n a t i o n a l i s e d  :i s  th-at th e y  lia von ' t  got. a s t ia ro  h o l d i n g  
p r o p e r t y  ow ning  c l a s s  i n  some at' t h e s e  c o u n t r i e s  . I n  some th e y  
have  and t h e y  h av e  p ro b le m s ,  i n  many o f  them th e y  j u s t  do n o t  
h av e  a  p ro p e r -  s h a r e  h o l d i n g ,  a l l  t h e  f i r m s  a r e  f o r e i g n  ow ned, 
t h i s  m akes i t  r e l a t i v e l y  e a s y  t o  n a t i o n a l i s t  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  
i s  no i n t e r n a l  o p p o s i t i o n  t h e r e  i s  nobody a c t u a l l y  who you 
a r e  g o i n g  t o  t a k e  s h a r e s  o f f  and  t h i s  i s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e i r  
s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  a s  a  c o l o n i a l  c o u n t r y .  They r e a l l y  do n o t  
own s h a r e s  i n  t h e  l o c a l  c o m p a n ie s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  i t ' d  e a s y  t o  t a k e  
them  away from  t h e i r  p r e s e n t  o w n e rs  and  n a t i o n a l i s e  them  b e c a u s e  
y o u  d o n ' t  h a v e  t o  f i g h t  an y  i n t e r n a l  p o l i t i c a l  g r o u p s  o v e r  
o w n e r s h ip  t h e  i n t e r n a l  p o l i t i c a l  g r o u p s  h a v e  no i n t e r e s t  i n  
p r o t e c t i n g  t h e  i n t e r e s t  o f  t h e  s h a r e h o l d e r s  t h e y ' r e  n o t  s h a r e ­
h o l d e r s  t h e m s e l v e s  t h e s e  . . . . .  so  p o l i t i c s  an d  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  
an d  e c o n o m ic s  a r e  i n t e r  r e l a t e d .  What a  p o l i t i c i a n  c a n  do i n  
t e r m s  o f  w h a t  he  c a n  do p o l i t i c a l l y ,  t o d a y  o r  y e s t e r d a y  o r  t o m o r ­
row i s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  o f  t h e  company a n d  t h e  way 
t h a t  p e o p l e  p e r c i e v e  t h e i r  h i s t o r y  and  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  how 
t h e y  i d e n t i f y  u m . .  w i t h  g r o u p s  an d  w h a t  t h e y  s e e  a s  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  
c o m p o n e n ts  o f  t h e i r  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  . I  mean t h e  co m m u n is t  
p a r t y  d i d  n o t  a t t a c k  t h e  c h u r c h  i n  P o la n d  b e c a u s e  t h e y  w e re  
v e r y  e a r l y  a w are  t h a t  t h e  P o l i s h  c h u r c h  w as c e n t r a l  t o  t h e  
s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  o f  P o l a n d ,  an d  w h a t  i s  m o re ,  t h a t  m o s t  P o l i s h  
p e o p l e  saw. t h e  p o l i s h  c h u r c h  a s  so  e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h e i r  c o u n t r y  
t h a t  t h e y  w o u ld  r e s i s t  v e r y  d e t e r m i n d l y  a n y  a t t e m p t  t o  s u p p r e s s  
i t ,  t h e r e f o r e  i t  becam e e a s i e r  t o  m ak eacco m m o d atio n  w i t h  t h e  
P o l i s h  c h u r c h  r a t h e r  t h a n  h a v e  a  h e a d  on c o n f r o n t a t i o n .  W h e ra s  
a s  i n  o t h e r  c o u n t r i e s  i n  e a s t e r n E u r o p e  t h e  C o m m u n is ts  d i d  
s u p p r e s s  t h e  C a t h o l i c  c h u r c h  an d  w ere  a b l e  t o  do i t  b e c a u s e  i t  
r e p r e s e n t e d  a  m i n o r i t y  i n t e r e s t  an d  n o t  a n  i n t e r e s t  t h a t  w as  
s e e n  a s  c e n t r a l  t o  t h a t  c o u n t r y ' s  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  s o  w h i l e  
C a t h o l i c s  m ig h t  h a v e  p r o t e s t e d  b i t t e r l y  o v e r  t h i s  s u p p r e s s i o n  
t h e  C a t h o l i c  h i e r a r c h y  m ig h t  h av e  p r o t e s t e d  b i t t e r l y , ,  t h e  v a s t  
m a j o r i t y  o f  p e o p l e  w ere  u n to u c h e d  by i t ,  t h e y  d i d n ' t  f e e l  i t  w as 
t e r r i b l y  i m p o r t a n t ,  i t  w as j u s t  u m ..  w asy t o  d o ,  I  m ean , i n  i t s  
e x t r e m e  fo rm  i n  some p l a c e s  w here  t h e  C a t h o l i c  c h u r c h  w as  
c l o s e l y  i d e n t i f i e d  w i t l .  t l . j  o ld  r u l i n g  e l i t e  who h a d  b e e n  a l l i e s  
o f  H i t l e r  i n  p l a c e s  l i k e  B a v a r i a ,  i t  was ex ti-e rne iy  e a s )  to  
s u p p r e s s  i t  b e c a u s e  t h e  b u l k  o f  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  w e re  a n t i  C a t h o l i c
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any way,  e v e n  thougl i  t h e y  l i ad N 't  b e e n  a b l e  l.o e x p r e s s  t h i s ,  t h e y  
r e s e n t e d  t h e  C a t h o l i c  p r e s e n c e  and s o  s u p p r e s s i o n  o f  t h e  C a t h o l i c  
Church was  b o t h  c h e a p  p o l i t i c a l l u ,  and e a s i l y ,  I mean i t  was  
a c t u a l l y  a  way o f  g a i n i n g a d h e r e n c e , g e t t i n g  r i d  o f  t h e  p r i e s t .  
P e o p l e ' s ,  e c o n o m i c ,  s o c i a l ,  r e l i g i o u s  and p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y  
d e e p l y  i n t e r - t w i n e .  How p e o p l e  r e a c t  t o  t h i n g s ,  how p e o p l e  r e a c t  t< 
d i f f e r e n t  b e h a v i o u r s ,  we d o n ' t  s t a r t  ou r  l i v e s  a b s o l u t e l y  a s  i t  
w e r e ,  t a b l e t  e r a s u r e .
?ERVIEWER T a b le t a ra s u re  y e s  b la n k  t a b l e t s .
DERRICK Your G reek i s  o b v io u s ly  b e t t e r  th a n  mine.
IRVIEWER Oh I  don ’ t  know.
ICK We s t a r t  o f f  w ith  what we le a r n  a s  c h i ld r e n ,  w ith  id e a s  t h a t  e r  
im bibe abou t th e  s o c ia l  w orld , abou t what i s  r i g h t  and w hat r i s  
wrong, what i s  a c c e p ta b le  and what i s n ' t ,  and t h i s  i s  why I  
s a id  about th e  d an g ers  o f v io le n c e  on te l e v i s i o n  i s  t h a t  i t  b e g in s  
to  p re s e n t  th e  v io le n c e  a s  a c c e p ta b le  means o f  a c h ie v in g  c e r t a in  
endsg Once you b e g in  to  p r e s e n t  th a t  p ic tu r e ,  o f  k i l l i n g  p e o p le , 
maiming them b e a t in g  them up, a re  means o f  a c h ie v in g , o f  o v e r ­
coming o p p o s it io n  and a c h ie v in g  p a r t i c u l a r  o b je c t iv e s ,  th e n  you 
c r e a te  a v ery  dangerous s i t u a t i o n  in d e ed , because  . i f .  th e n  
becomes p a r t  o f  th e  co n c io u sn e ss  o f  th e  peop le  t h a t  v io le n c e  i s  
an a c c e p ta b le  m ethod, a s  i t  h as  i n  some ways in  some p la c e s  l i k e  
P oland and I r e la n d  where th e y  have a h i s to r y  o f  armed s t r u g g le  
a g a in s t  r e p r e s s io n ,  you s e e , th e  le g itim a c y  o f  th e  I .R .A . in  th e  
eyes o f th e  C a th o l ic s  i s  b ased  on th e  f a c t  th a t  i t  was armed 
i l l e g a l  bands who f o r  two hundred y e a rs  fough t th e  E n g lis h  f o r  
th e  l i b e r a t i o n  o f  I r e la n d .  So th e y  a re  a b le  to  p re s e n t  th e m se lv es  
and q u i te  c o n s io u s ly  do so . As I  say  th ey  h a v e n 't  a c t u a l l y  b roken  
w ith  th e  o r ig i n a l  I .R .A . which s t i l l  e x i s t s  b u t d o e s n 't  do any 
f ig h t in g .  The p r o v is io n a ls  have q u i te  d e l ib e r a t e ly  u su rp ed  th e  
use o f th e  l e t t e r s  I .R .A . because  they  know th e  em o tio n a l p u l l  
they  have w ith  Irish m en  b ecause  they  a re  ro o ted  in  I r i s h  h i s t o r y .  
They a ie  very conc io u s o f tiie  (h is to r ic a l  ro o ts  o f Ihor.c th-ings..
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T his  i s  anothier reason  why the C a th o lic  church lias been 
ambiguous in  i t s  condem nation o f v io le n c e  by the  I.R .A . i s  
because i t  i s  very  conc io u s  th a t  the C a th o lic  church has
t r a d i t i o n a l l y  been c lo s e ly  l in k e d  to  th e  n a t i o n a l i s t  movement
and th a t  i t s  s t r e n g th  in  I r e la n d  i s  very  much i t s  l i n k s  w ith  
n a t io n a lis m . That th e  lo s s  o f th o se  l in k s  would put th e
C a th o lic  church in  je o p ard y  in  I r e la n d .  I f  v a s t  numbers o f
I r i s h  men who em ig ra te  to  th e  U n ited  S ta t e s  o r G reat B r i t a in  
rem ain C a th o l ic s  because  o f th e  l i n k  betw een I r i s h  N a tio n a lism  
and C a th o lic ism , i f  th a t  l i n k  was seen  to  be b roken th e y  would 
th e n  o r  a re  l i k e l y  to  v ery  q u ic k ly  become s e c u la r is e d  th e  
C a th o lic  church  h as  been lo o s in g  adh eren ce , t h i s  was masked in  
th e  5 0 ’ s  and 6 0 's  by th e  number o f  I r i s h  men e m ig ra tin g  b u t in  
B r i t a in  th e y  have been  lo s in g  adherence d e s p i te  huge I r i s h  
m ig ra tio n  to  t h i s  c o u n try  betw een th e  5 0 *s and 6 0 ’ s  th e y  o n ly  j u s t  
managed to  h o ld  t h e i r  numbers w ith  a  s l i g h t  in c re a s e ,  b ecau se  while 
f i r s t  g e n e ra tio n  Irish m en  w i l l  rem ain  p r a c t i s in g  C a th o l ic s ,  second 
g e n e ra tio n  I r i s h  w i l l  n o t ,  th e y  were a lo n g  w ith  t h e i r  E n g lish  
co n tem p o ra rie s  d r i f t i n g  in to  a s e c u la r  w o rld . You see  th e  th in g  i;  
C a th o lic ism  k ep t i t s  h o ld  on th e  Irish m en  p a r t i c u l a r l y  many o f 
th e  second g e n e ra t io n ,  i t  d id  keep i t s  h o ld  because  o f  i t s  l i n k s  
w ith  th e  I r i s h  i d e n t i t y ,  to  be an Irish m an  was to  be a  C a th o lic  
and so th e re  was a  h i s t o r i c a l  l i n k  and i t ' s  v e ry im p o rta n t to  
p e o p le . Most p eo p le  d o n 't  p a r t i c u l a r l y  l i k e  h i s to r y ,  m ost p eo p le  
have a v e ry  o r  r e l a t i v e l y  w e ll developed sense  o f  t h e i r  own 
h i s to r y .  I t  may be f a l s e  h i s to r y  in  th e  sense  t h a t  th e y  d o n 't  
know th e  f a c t s  b u t th e y  have a  s e t  o f  h i s to r i o u s  m yths, i f  you l ik (  
to  h e lp  them i d e n t i f y  t h e i r  p la c e  in  th e  w o rld . C e n tra l  to  an 
I r is h m a n 's  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  to  h im se lf  a s  an Irish m an  a s  opposed to  
an U ls te r  man o r an Englishm an o r a B r i to n .  We some i d e n t i f i c a t i o i  
o f th e  C a th o lic  ch u rch . I  am an Irish m an  and th e r e f o r e  I  am a 
C a th o l ic .  The two a re  in t e r l i n k e d ,  th e y 'r e  n o t s e p a ra te  com part­
m ents he c a n ' t . ,  a l l  th e  id e a s  th a t  go w ith  th a t  a re  p re s s u re d  by 
th e  E n g lish  o f b o th  th e  C a th o lic  church and th e  I r i s h  n a t i o n a l i s t s  
th e  abuse o f I r e la n d  by th e  E n g lish  they  a re  a l l  l in k e d  to g e th e r  
they  a re  a s in g le  th in g .  A s in g le  p a t te r n  and i t  o f te n  comes a s  
a s u rp r is e  to  an Irishm an  to  r e a l i s e  t h a t . t h e . f i r s t  E n g lish  
e x p lo i te r s  in  I r e la n d  were them selves G a th o lic sa n d  th a t  in  l a c t
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adherence l.o Horne was bought back to  I r e la n d  in  the  e le v e n th  
cen tu ry  by in v a d in g  Normans and Englishm en. The I r i s h  church 
had developed alm ost th e  s e p a ra te  church from Rome because  i t  
had been cu t o f f  fo r  y e a rs  by pagan England, i t  was in v a d in g  
Englishm en and Norman le a d e r s h ip  th a t  bought th e  I r i s h  church 
back in to  th e  Roman C a th o lic  o rd e r .  T h is  comes a s  a s u r p r is e  
to  most Irish m en  because  th ey  a re  bought up to  th in k  o f England 
a s  th e  a n t i  Pope and I r e la n d  a s  th e  c e n tre  o f  th e  t r u e  C a th o lic  
f a i t h .  People have th e se  a t t i t u d e s ,  h i s to r y  i s  t e r r i b l y  im p o rta n t 
because  i t  i s  how we d e f in e  th e  w orld . I  r e a l l y  d o n 't  l i k e  th e  
i d e a . . .  I  can see  on sm all p r o je c t s  where i t .m a k e s  sen se  to  
s p l i t  and to  look  a t  th e  econom o r th e  s o c ia l  s t r u c tu r e  o r 
th e  p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c tu r e  o f  a c o u n try  o r a  h i s t o r i c a l  p e r io d ,  
i t  makes no sense  in  th e  lo n g  term  to  t o t a l l y  s p l i t  them o f f  
because  th e y  i n t e r a c t .  P e o p le 's  b e h a v io u r . . .  I  mean th e r e  
would be no la b o u r  p a r ty  in  B r i t a in  w ith o u t th e  i n d u s t r i a l  
r e v o lu t io n  becau se  e s s e n t i a l l y  th e re  would be no u rb an  p r o l e t a r i a t e  
a s  i t s  power base  i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  th e  p o l i t i c a l  p a r ty  o f  th e  
u rban  w o rk ers . I t  would make no sense  to  have such a  p a r ty  
w ith o u t th e  i n d u s t r i a l  r e v o lu t io n  indeed  th e re  would have 
been no fo rm a lise d  p o l i t i c a l  p a r ty  w ith o u t th e  i n d u s t r i a l  
r e v o lu t io n  and th e  consequen t breakdown o f  th e  o ld  system  o f  
p o l i t i c a l  p a tro n a g e  under th e  o ld  w igs and th e  t o r i e s .  We had 
to  go back and r e a l i s e  t h a t  i t  was th e  changes in  th e  economy 
and th e  changes in  th e  s o c ia l  s t r u c tu r e  t h a t  c r e a te s  p o l i t i c a l  
p a r t i e s  t h a t  c r e a t e s , t h in g s  l i k e  p o l i t i c i a n s  e x i s t  to  a r t i c u l a t e  
th e  f e e l in g s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  g roups in  s o c ie ty .  P o l t i c a l  g ro u p s 
e x i s t  because  th e re  a re  g ro u p s o f  peop le  w ith  sh a red  i n t e r e s t s  
and by i n t e r e s t s  I  d o n 't  sim ply  mean i n t e r e s t s  in  th e  sen se  
th a t  I 'm  i n t e r e s t e d ’in h i s t o r y  b u t sh ared  i n t e r e s t s  in  th e  sen se  
th a t  they , sh a re  s o c ia l  o r  economic s i t u a t io n s  which p u ts  them 
in  a p a r t i c u l a r  r e l a t i o n s h ip  to  power and to  th e  s o c ie ty  and 
th e  s t a t e  and so co n se q u e n tly  th ey  want to  form a  g ro u p , a 
p o l i t i c a l  group which w i l l  a r t i c u l a t e  t h e i r  view s to  th e  s t a t e  
We have been bought up and one o f th e  th in g s  which i s  v e ry  
c e n t r a l  to  our th o u g h t, b ecau se  th e  economic id e a  was c e n t r a l  to
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th e  i n d u s t r i a l  r e v o lu t io n ,  i t  vans cen tr-a l to  V ic to ria n  p o l i t i c s ,  
w e've been bought up to  th in k  in  term s o f c la s s  p o l i t i c s ,  t h i s  
i s n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l ly  so in  o th e r  p a r t s  o f th e  world where th e re  
i s  no t an i n d u s t r i a l i s e d  n a tio n  p o l i t i c s  can rev o lv e  around a l l  
s o r t s  o f th in g s ,  they  can re v o lv e  around r e l i g io n ,  they  can 
re v o lv e  around e th n ic  g roups o r t r ib a l i s m  in  the  sense th a t  we 
were ta lk in g  about one o f  th e  m in o r i t i e s  I  m entioned e a r l i e r  
th e  Kurds a very  r ic h  Kurd can id e n t i f y  p o l i t i c a l l y  w ith  a K urdish  
p e a sa n t o r shepherd  because in  te rm s o f t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  r e l a t i o n s  
w ith  th e  I r a q u i  o r  I r a n ia n  o r T u rk ish  s t a t e  th e  im p o rtan t s a l i e n t  
f e a tu r e  abou t them i s  no t t h e i r  r e l a t i v e  w ea lth  o r  p o v e rty  b u t 
t h e i r  K urd ish  e th n ic  g ro u p in g , th e r e f o r e ,  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t  
i s  b e t t e r  se rv ed  by se e in g  th em se lv es  in  te rm s o f th e  K urds, 
r a th e r  th a n  a  la n d  owner o r a  p e a s a n t .  E s s e n t i a l ly  i t  i s  t h e i r  
K u rd ish n ess  which i d e n t i f i e s  them over th e  r e s t  o f  th e  p o p u la tio n  
no t t h e i r  economic s i t u a t i o n  a s  such a lth o u g h  th a t  i s  r e l a t e d .
They a re  d is c r im in a te d  a g a in s t  a s  such a lth o u g h  t h a t  i s  r e l a t e d  
I  mean, th e y  a re  d s ic r im in a te d  a g a in s t  econom ica lly  so t h a t  th e y  
f in d  i t  v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  to  g e t good jo b s  o r  to  g e t in to  th e  h ig h e r  
re a c h e s  o f  th e  c i v i l  s e rv ic e  o r th e  p ro fe s s io n s  b u t nmone th e  l e s s  
i t  i s  t h e i r  K u rd ish n ess  which th ey  id e n t i f y  w ith  and n o t t h e i r  
c l a s s  s t a t u s  a s  such and t h i s  i s  t r u e  in  o th e r  g ro u p s . In  th e  
southern U n ited  S ta t e s  I t  was n o t th e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  s h a re -  
c ro p p in g  fa rm e rs  a s  such which le d  to  p o l i t i c a l  change, b u t th e  
f a c t  th a t  a  s u b s t a n t i a l  p a r t  o f  t h a t  group a  s u b s t a n t i a l  p a r t  
o f  th e  su p p resse d  r u r a l  p r o l e t a r i a t e  was b la c k , w hich im m ed ia te ly  
gave them an i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  th e y  could id e n t i f y  w ith  each  o th e r  
so t h a t  w ith in  th e  c o n te x t o f  b la c k  p o l i t i c s ,  w ea lth y  b la c k  
b u s in e s s  men in  C hicago, I  mèan th e re  w eren 't ve ry  many su ch , 
b u t th e re  were some, would i d e n t i f y  w ith  a  so u th e rn  s h a re c ro p p e r  
because  th e y  were b la c k , th e y  sh a red  th e  f a c t  th e y  were d is c r im in a te  
a g a in s t  and were t r e a te d  by th e  r e s t  o f s o c ie ty ,  and t h i s  i s  th e  
very  im p o rta n t th in g  where th e  s o c ia l  th in g  somes i n ,  th e y  were 
t r e a te d  d i f f e r e n t l y  by s o c ie ty  by v i r tu . ,  o f b e in g  b la c k ,  n o t by 
v i r t u e  o f  b e in g  r ic h  o r p o o r, i t  was th e  mere f a c t  o f  t h e i r  
b la c k n e s s  which i d e n t i f i e d  them a s  a s o c ia l  g roup , so th e y  were 
a b le  Lo form p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s  l i k e  th e  S ou thern  C h r i s t i a n  
L ead ersh ip  C onference around tlie  N a tio n a l A sso c ia tio n  o f  AdvancemenL
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o f C oloured P eo p le , around the f a c t  th a t  they  were b la c k , i t  
was th e  b la ck  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  th a t  was more im p o rtan t th a n  th e  
s o c ia l  c l a s s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  in  t h e i r  c a se . T his does no t alw ays 
fo llo w , i t  depends very  much on th e  way th e  c o u n try 's  c e n t r a l  
a t t i t u d e s  a re  tow ards e th n ic  g ro u p s. For in s ta n c e  th e  Welsh 
a s  an e th n ic  group in  England a re  v i r t u a l l y  n o n -e x is te n t  in  
th e  te rm s th a t  th e y  do not f e e l  a s  s e p a ra te  in  England, th e  
Welsh l i v in g  in  England do no t f e e l  a s e p a ra te  p o l i t i c a l  i d e n t i ­
f i c a t i o n  to  th e  E n g lish  peop le  around them . They id e n t i f y  w ith  
th e  L ib e r a ls ,  th e  C o n se rv a tiv e s  o r th e  Labour p a r ty  ac c o rd in g  to  
how th e y  p e rc ie v e  th em se lv es  in  te rm s o f c l a s s  p o s i t io n  and t h e i r  
d e s ire d  s o c ia l  s t r u c tu r e  fo r  t h i s  co u n try . They do n o t f e e l  th a t  
th e y  see  th em se lv es  a s  Welsh p e r s e .  In  th e  way th a t  b la c k s  in  
th e  U n ited  S ta t e s  have p e rc ie v e d  them se lv es  a s  i t  w ere, a s  a  
s e p a ra te  p o l i t i c a l  e n t i t y ,  a s  a  group which sh a red  a  coirmon in te r e :  
r e g a r d le s s  o f t h e i r  economic o r  s o c ia l  p o s i t io n  in  some ways, 
th e y  have a  sh a red  common i n t e r e s t  in  t h a t  b la c k s  a re  a  d e f in a b le  
group who r e l a t e  to  th e  s t a t e  and p o l i t i c a l  and economic power 
in . p a r t i c u l a r  ways, and so th e y  have a  sh a red  common i n t e r e s t  
th e re *  In  S c o tla n d  th e  S c o ts  N a t io n a l i s t  a re  in  f a c t  p eo p le  who 
a re  a s s e r t in g  a s e p a ra te  S c o t t i s h  id e n t i t y  over and a g a in s t  
i d e n t i t i e s  w ith  o th e r  g ro u p s , in  o th e r  words th e y 'r e  sa y in g  in  
e f f e c t  t h a t  somebody l i k e  F ra s e r  o f  th e  house o f  F ra s e r  w hich i s  
a  huge m u l t i - m i l l io n  pound b u s in e s s  b u t i s  a  Scotsm an, sh o u ld  
sh a re  a  common i d e n t i t y  w ith  somebody l i k e  Jimmy R eid who i s  
a  shop s tew ard  in  Glasgow, I  mean th e se  two peop le  have som eth ing  
more im p o rta n t th a n  th e  f a c t  t h a t  one i s  a  sh ip  y a rd  w orker and 
one a  m u l t i - m il l io n  pound businessm an i s  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e y  a re  
Scotsmen and th e y  ought to  sh a re  a  common id e n t i t y  a s  Scotsm en 
over and a g a in s t  t h e i r  c l a s s  i d e n t i t y .  T h e ir  c l a s s  i d e n t i t y  i s  
l e s s  im p o rta n t because  w hatever r e l a t i v e  c l a s s  i n t e r e s t  th e y  a re  J 
because  a s  Scotsmen th e y  have an i n t e r e s t  in  p r o te c t in g  S c o tla n d  
a g a in s t  o r  th e  S c o ts  a g a in s t  d is c r im in a t io n  and m is ru le  from 
England, and th e y  have n o t been trem endously  s u c c e s s fu l  in  
p u t t in g  fo rw ard  th a t  t h e s i s ,  t h i s  i s  th e  s o r t  o f co n cep t o f  
p o l i t i c s  which i s  no t c l a s s  based  concept which we a re  u sed  to  
in  t h i s  c o u n try . We have become used to  a p a r t i c u l a r  s e t  o f 
co n cep ts  about our p o l i t i c s .  I 'm  no t say in g  th a t  they ai-e wi-ong 
o r r ig h t  b u t they  a re  ro o te d  in  th e  f a c t s  o f our econom ic and 
s o c ia l  h i s to r y  th a t  we have a c la s s  s t r u c tu r e  which i s  such th a t
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th c i G a re  g ioups whicli loo], tria t they a re  a n ta g o n is t ic  to  
each o th e r  and co n seq u en tly  id e n t i f y  w ith  p o l i t i c a l  g ro u p in g s  
who th ey  f e e l  ought to  a r t i c u l a t e  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s  in  r e l a t i o n  
to  the  s t a t e .
[NTERVIEWER So we can s a f e ly  say th a t  h is to r y  i s  your main i n t e r e s t .
DERRICK I  th in k  i t  i s  a very  im p o rta n t i n t e r e s t .
iv ice  to  someone g e t t in g  m arried
INTERVIEWER
lERRICK
R ight thenD er'kw ould  you be a b le  to ,  o r can you be a b le  to  
o f f e r  any ad v ice  to  somebody g e t t in g  m arried?
Um.. W ell I  th in k  you can o f f e r  peop le  a b s t r a c t  ad v ice  .
NTERVIEWER W ell n o t n e c e s s a r i l ly  ad v ice  b u t a r e c ip e  f o r  somec^c g e t t i n g  
m a rr ie d .
ERRICK Of c o u rse , th e  s h o r t  answ er i s  d o n 't .
NTERVIEWER
3RRICK
ITERVIEWER
R e a lly !  w e ll you can c o n tin u e  a lo n g  th a t  p h ilo so p h y  i f  you l ik e ,
W ell m arriag e  i s  n o t a  th in g  which you can a b s t r a c t  a b o u t.
I t ' s  v e ry  much a  case  o f  two peo p le  who a re  p re p a re d  to  l i v e  
to g e th e r  and work to g e th e r  over a  ve ry  lo n g  tim e and nobody 
can be a b s o lu te ly  su re  t h a t  i t ' l l  work. You j u s t  canno t know, 
cannot hope to  know f o r  c e r t a in  t h a t  a  p a r t i c u l a r  m a rriag e  i s  
go ing  to  work because  w e ll a p a r t  from e v e ry th in g  e l s e ,  everybody 
changes, I  go t m a rried  f o r  in s ta n c e  when I  was .seven teen  .
So y o u 'v e  been m a rried  now w h a t. ,  y o u 'r e  f o r ty  one now so 
you have been  m a rried  tw en ty  fo u r  y e a r s .  -  n e a r ly  up to  your 
s i l v e r .
RRICK Yes I 'm  n e a r ly  up to  my s i l v e r  wedding a n n iv e rs a ry , b u t I 'm  
co n sc io u s o f th e  f a c t  t h a t  I  have changed over tw en ty —f iv e  y e a r s ,  
I  was l i t t l e  more th a n  a boy when I go t m arried  and o v er t h a t  
L w ( ' n t y  th r e e ,  t w e n t y  fo u r u o a r r .  obv iously  I 'v e  changed i n  l o i r ,  
of ways. Not sim ply go t o ld e r ,  I 'v e  changed i n . .  my v iew s have 
changed..
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RICK
I th in k  anybody’s views must change over a p e rio d  o f tim e i f  
on ly  because changes in  o th e r  th in g s  make th in g s  o b s o le te ,  
my m arriage  has changed in  i t s  n a tu re  o b v io u sly  because once 
we had q u i te  a l o t  o f sm all c h i ld re n  and now we h a v e n 't  go t 
any c h i ld re n  under s ix te e n ,  our c h i ld re n  a re  a l l  grown up, fo u r 
o f our c h i ld re n  a re  m a rrie d . T h is  changes e v e ry th in g  i t  makes 
enormous d i f f e r e n c e s .  I 'v e  changed my job  two o r th re e  tim es  
s in c e  I  go t m a rrie d . I 'm  in  a t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  s o r t  o f  work to  
th e  ty p e  o f  work I  d id  a l l  o f my m arried  l i f e .  So i t s  very  
d i f f i c u l t s  to  see  ahead , b a s ic a l ly  i t s  um.o to  s ta y  m a rried  you 
need a  c e r t a in  amount o f humour and you ned to  be f a i r l y  
f l e x i b l e  becau se  I  d o n 't  "think th a t  you can p la n  ahead r i g i d l y  
I  d o n 't  th in k  th a t  you can say we w i l l  do t h i s  and we w i l l  do 
t h e t ,  y o u 'v e  g o t to  a c c e p t t h a t  a t  any p o in t  in  tim e c irc u m sta n c e s  
can change and I  th in k  to  s ta y  m a rried  y o u 'v e  r e a l l y  go t a 
s i t u a t io n  where y o u 'v e  go t a perm anent p a r tn e r s h ip  and y o u 'v e  j u s t  
go t to  make th in g s  w o rk .. I  th in k  th e  im p o rta n t th in g  i s  to  q u i te  
e a r ly  on work o u t how y o u 'r e  go ing  to  do t h i s  and how y o u 'r e  
go ing  to  le a r n  how to  t o l e r a t e  each o th e r  because  l i v i n g  w ith  
one p e rso n  can g e t on p e o p le 's  n e rv e s , i t  v e ry  q u ic k ly  d o es , 
i f  I  was sh u t up in  h e re  w ith  you f o r  tw en ty  fo u r  h o u rs  w e 'd  
p ro b ab ly  be scream ing  a t  each o th e r  a t  th e  end o f  i t .
ERVIEWER Oh r e a l l y .
W ell p e rh ap s  n o t fo r  tw en ty  fo u r  h o u rs  p e rh a p s  a  l i t t l e  lo n g e r ,  
b u t i f  you were t o t a l l y  i s o l a t e d  w ith  a p e rso n  o f  w hatev e r 
sex o r background , you would e v e n tu a lly  b u i ld  up one o f  two 
s i t u a t i o n s ,  you cou ld  have a  s i t u a t i o n  r a th e r  becom ing so 
in to le r a b l e  t h a t  you want to  k i l l  th e  o th e r  p e rso n  o r  you would 
e v e n tu a lly  work o u t a s i t u a t io n  where you cou ld  t o l e r a t e  each  
o th e r .  Now th e  way you le a r n  to  do th a t  i s  you le a r n  to  a c c e p t 
o th e r  p e rso n s  f a u l t s  I  th in k  t h i s  i s  th e  g r e a t e s t  problem  in  
m arriage  i s  th a t  when peop le  a re  c o u r t in g ,  p e rh ap s  l e s s  to d a y , 
you on ly  le a r n  very  la r g e ly  o f th e  good s id e  o f th e  p e rso n  
i n  e f f e c t  c o u r t in g  i s  an ex tended  job in te rv ie w , where you t r y  
to  s e l l  y o u r s e lf  to  th e  o th e r  p e rso n , you t ry  and say wliat a 
good husband I would make o r what a good w ife  I would make.
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INTERVIEWER W ell, I 'v e  learn ed  soinoUiing anyw ay..
DERRICK
INTERVIEWER
DERRICK
At th e  end o f th a t  you a c tu a l ly  have the  s i tu a t io n  where you 
s e t t l e  down to g e th e r  and you say um.."Oh d ea r t h i s  i s  no t what 
I  th o u g h t i t  would be l i k e ,  I thought you would be more i n t e r e s t e  
in  do ing  t h i s ,  which I  want to  do" and s h e 's  n o t ,  she w ants to  do 
som ething e l s e  and y o u 'v e  go t to  le a rn  to  a d a p t, y o u 'v e  go t to  
le a r n  to  t o l e r a t e  th e  f a c t  th a t  two peop le  w i l l  n o t alw ays sh a re  
every  i n t e r e s t  and th a t  you cannot have a  s i t u a t io n  in  which one 
p a r tn e r  i s  t o t a l l y  dom inant, o r very  very  r a r e l y .
So you would say  th a t  to le r a n c e  i s  q u i te  a  p a r t .
T o leran ce  y e s , and th e  o th e r  th in g  i s  no t to  be too  s o r t  o f  
p o s se s iv e  and je a lo u s ,  n o t to  want your p a r tn e r  w ith  you a l l  
o f  th e  tim e , because  t h i s  i s  n ever p r a c t i c a l ,  I  mean i f  one 
o f  you goes ou t to  work you a re  going to  be s e p a ra te d  f o r  th e  
w orking day and i f  you spend a l l  you tim e w ith  one p e rso n , you 
v e ry  r a p id ly  ru n  o u t o f  to p ic s  o f  c o n v e rsa tio n  because  n e i th e r  
o f  you a re  do ing  an y th in g  to  t e l l  th e  o th e r  p e rso n , i t s  o n ly  
when um .. w e ll I  th in k  one o f  th e  h e a lth y  th in g s  abou t w ives 
w orking i s  t h a t  you th e n  have two t o t a l l y  s e p a ra te  s p h e re s  
where you can come to g e th e r  and t a l k  about your work to  somebody 
who d o e s n 't  know v e ry  much abou t i t  b u t i s  i n t e r e s t e d  enough b e c ­
ause  i t  i n t e r e s t s  you and th e re f o r e  you a re  a b le  to  t a l k  abou t 
th in g s  t h a t  a re  o u ts id e  t h e i r  e x p e rie n c e , you can te a c h  them 
som ething i f  you l i k e  ev ery  day because you le a r n  som eth ing  
y o u r s e l f , a s  w e ll a s  th e y  have th in g s  to  t e l l  you which you 
w o u ld n 't know w ith o u t t a lk in g  to  them. I  th in k  t h a t ' s  t e r r i b l y  
im p o rta n t because  you o th e rw ise  very  r a p id ly  ru n  in to  a  s i t u a t i o n  
where you have n o th in g  to  say to  each o th e r  and I  th in k  th e  
g r e a t e s t  enemy in  m arriag e  i s  no t argum ents, i t s  j u s t  bordom 
most m arried  co u p les  who f a l l  ou t f a l l  ou t because th e y  have 
been t o t a l l y  bo red  w ith  each o th e r .  T h is  i s  why p h y s ic a l  
a t t r a c t i o n  a lo n e  i s  a very  dangerous b a s is  fo r  a ^ p a r r ia g e  
because i t  ra p id ly  becomes b o rin g  and urn., i t s  lik< c lo tr ie s ,  
you buy c lo th e s ,  women a re  more prone to  t h i s  th an  men, t h i s  may 
sound a b i t  c h a u v in is t ic ^  th ey .b u y  a d ro ss  and they  th in k  i t ' s
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m a r v e l o u s ,  t h e  f i r s t  c o u p l e  o f  t i m e s  t h e y  wear  i t  and a f t e r  
t h a t  t h e y  a r e  b o r e d  w i t h  i t .  I f  t h e y  we re  j u s t  p h y s i c a l l y  
a t t r a c t e d  t o  a man t h e y  w i l l  r a p i d l y  become b o r e d  w i t h  him 
b e c a u s e  t h e r e  i s  n o t h i n g  a b o u t  him b e y o n d  h i s  p h y s i c a l  
o n c e  t h a t  h a s  g o n e ,  what i s  t h e r e ?  t h e r e ' s  n o t h i n g ,  t h e r e ' s  
no t o p i c  o f r  c o n v e r s a t i o n  t h e r e ' s  n o t h i n g .  I  t h i n k  t h e  main  
t h i n g  i f  y o u  a r e  g o i n g  t o  g e t  m a r r i e d  i s  t o  make s u r e  t h a t  y o u  f i i  
t h e  o t h e r  p e r s o n s  f a u l t s  and n o t  t h e i r  v i r t u e s  t o l e r a b l e .
T h e ir v i r u t e s  a r e ,  p e o p le 's  v i r t u e s  a re  n e a r ly  alw ays t o l e r a b le  
u n le s s  t h e y 'r e  p e r f e c t  and th e  perso n  who i s  p e r f e c t  i s  n ever 
t o l e r a b l e .  But y o u 'v e  go t to  be ab le  to  t o l e r a t e d  o th e r  p e o p le s  
f a u l t s ,  y o u 'v e  go t to  f in d  ou t r e a l l y  b e fo re  you g e t 'm a r r ie d  
w hether th e  p e rso n  h as  a tem per and what s o r t  o f  tem per th e y  have 
a re  v e ry  q u ic k ly  i r r i t a b l e ,  a re  th e y  su lk y . When th e y  a re  in  
good humour a lm ost anybody i s  to l e r a b le  in  a  good humour. I t ' s  
th e  prob lem s w ith  peop le  when th e y  a re  n o t in  a  good humour 
th a t  you have go t to  l i v e  w ith  and y o u 'v e  go t to  r e a l l y  know 
o th e rw ise  l i f e  can r a p id ly  become u n b earab le  fo r  you i f  y o u 'r e  . 
l i v in g  w ith  somebody w ho 's  bad tem per and s u lk s ,  o r  o u tb u r s ts  
o f ra g e  y o iu  f in d  u t t e r l y  i n t o l e r a b l e .  I  th in k  i t  i s  more 
im p o rtan t to  work o u t how o r w hether you cou ld  t o l e r a t e  them 
th a n  w hether y o u 'r e  madly in  lo v e  w ith  them, I  mean t h a t ' s  
n ic e  b u t i t ' s  n o t th e  e s s e n t i a l  th in g  because u l t im a te ly  t h a t  
i s  go ing  to  wear o f f ,  no t c y n ic a l ly  b u t in  th e  sen se  t h a t ,  t h a t  
s o r t  o f  em otion i s  som ething th a t  i s  in e v i ta b ly  tem p o rary  and 
we can be madly i n  lo v e  w ith  somebody fo r  a  few days o r  a  few 
months o r  even a  few. y e a rs  b u t you cannot m a in ta in  t h a t  l e v e l  
i n d e f i n i t e l y ,  I  mean i t ' s  j u s t  l i k e  say in g  ru n  a  m ile  i n  fo u r  
m in u tes , b u t t h a t  does no t mean th a t  you can ru n  te n  m ile s  
in  f o r ty  m in u tes  you know, you j u s t  raannot keep up t h a t  s o r t  o f  
pace and y o u 'v e  g o t to  lo o k  a t  th e  fu tu r e  when you a re  g o in g  
to  be p lo d d in g  a lo n g  to g e th e r  perhaps w ith  c h i ld r e n ,  a  home, 
b i l l s  and a l l .  th e  problem s o f th e  w orld  t h a t  happen to  p eo p le  
and say  \"w e ll can we g e t a long  w ith  each o th e r  in  th e s e  c i rc u m s t­
ances o r  a re  we go ing  to  f a l l  to  f ig h t in g  each o th e r  um .. I
d o n ' t  I ( l ink t h a t  you c a n  1 d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  you can s o r t  o f
g i v e  p e o p l e  v e r y  g e n e r a l i s e d  a d v i c e  on m a r r i a g e ,  i s  a  way o f  
a n s w e r i n g  y o u r  q u e s t i o n .  I f  you were  s p e c i f a l l y  t o  a s k  me
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about shou ld  you marry a paitL cular person  who I knew f a i r l y  
w ell and a g re e in g  th a t  I know you rea so n ab ly  w e ll , I  m ight 
them be a b le  to  say o r g iv e  a re a so n a b le  answer because I 
could  look  and say " w i l l  Jenny g e t a long  w ith  him in  say , 
tw enty y e a rs  tim e , how i s  Jenny  going  to  develop  a s  a p e rso n  
and how i s  he go ing  to  dev e lo p , and a re  th e re  going to  be 
io n s o lu b le  c la s h e s  o f p e r s o n a l i ty  and i n t e r e s t ,  because  i f  
th e re  a re  th en  th e  ad v ice  i s  d o n 't  g e t m a rrie d " , i f  on th e  o th e r  
hand i t  i s  obv ious th a t  you a re  th e  s o r t  o f  peop le  th a t  a re  
go ing  to  be co m batib le  o v e r tw en ty , t h i r t y  y e a r s ,  th e n  "y es  
go ahead", you se e , y o u 'v e  g o t to  r e a l l y  lo o k  a t  th e  in d iv id u a l s  
concerned , you cannot say  to  a man and woman o r boy and g i r l  
"y es  t h i s  i s  how you shou ld  go about g e t t in g  m a rr ie d " , becau se  
w hatever fo rm u la  th e y  have f o r  m arriage  th e y  have to  ad a p t t h i s  
to  t h e i r  p a r tn e r ,  m arriag e  i s  about two peop le  and th e y  have to  
have a t  l e a s t  some sh a red  b a s i s ,  some re a so n a b le  b a s i s  and you 
cannot g iv e  g e n e ra l is e d  a d v ic e , i t  has to  be about two s p e c i f i c  
p e o p le .
TERVIEWER R ight th e n lb r%  can you o u t l in e  what you th in k  your job  
in v o lv e s  o r e n t a i l s ?
(RICK Yes I  hope so . I 'v e  n ev er a c tu a l ly  had a  job  d e s c r ip t io n  in  
d e t a i l .
'ERVIEWER No, what you p e r s o n a l ly  th in k  i t  in v o lv e s .
(RICK W ell th e  main o b je c t  o f  th e  job  i s  im proving  th e  d is s e m in a tio n  
o f I .E .T .  r e s e a r c h ,  i t ' s  m ain ly  I .E .T .  r e s e a r c h ,  i f  you l i k e  -  
i n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e s e a r c h  th ro u g h o u t th e  O.U. i t  means; ru n n in g  
th e  in fo rm a tio n  bank , t r y in g  to  improve i t .  In  some ways i t ' s  
p r e t t y  s im i la r  to  a  l i b r a r i a n s  s o r t  o f  job  o r  an a r c h i v i s t  
b u t no t e n t i r e l y ,  i t  in v o lv e s  g e t t in g  a s  much in fo rm a tio n  a s  
I  can abou t what i s  go ing  on in  I .E .T .  and t r y in g  to  c o l l e c t  
th e  docum entation  o f  th a t  in fo rm a tio n  to g e th e r  in  th e  in fo rm ­
a t io n  bank and h o p e fu lly  improve on th a t  so th a t  i t  becom es 
a v a i la b le  in  a u su a b le  form to  peop le who work in  th e  O.U. 
wlii.-t.hcw resoarcTi o r w r i t in g  co u rse s  o r w iiatever and to  a c t in g  
a s  a p erson  who o p e ra te s  t h i s  re so u rc e  so th a t  i t  i s  a v a i la b l e  
fo r  th e  use o f th e  peop le  who i t  ought to  be a v a i la b le  f o r  th e
Uvj.e o f .  lh a t i s  to  say members o f I .E .T .  members o f th e  f a c u l t i e :
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JTERVIEWER
who n eed  t h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  do t h e i r  j o b s .
O.K. Would you say w ith  r e s p e c t  to  th e  c u r re n t  a f f a i r s  to p ic ; 
th a t  we have d is c u s se d , th a t  you a re  in t e r e s t e d  in  them?
RRICK Ye;
TERVIEWER Are you very  in t e r e s te d  o r a re  you j u s t  in t e r e s te d ?
RRICK Um.. .  ve ry  in t e r e s t e d  because I 'v e  alw ays been i n t e r e s t e d
in  p o l i t i c s  o r c u r re n t  a f f a i r s ,  because c u r re n t  a f f a i r s  ____
you say  th a t  h i s to r y  i s  th e  th in g  th a t  f a s c in a te s  me, c u r r e n t  
a f f a i r s  a re  h i s to r y  b e in g  made so yes  I  am v e ry  i n t e r e s t e d  
in  them.
TERVIEWER
(RICK
Would you say  you a re  v e ry  w e ll inform ed?
I  would say  th a t  I  would be b e t t e r  inform ed th a n  av e ra g e  
because  I  ta k e  an i n t e r e s t  I  would no t say  I 'm  w e ll in fo rm ed ,
I  th in k  t h a t  th e  more in fo rm ed  you become th e  more co n sc io u s  
you becomeof th e  enormous gaps in  your know ledge, um .. f o r  
in s ta n c e  you t a l k  abou t th e  P o lis h  s i t u a t i o n  -  I  d o n 't  know 
P o lan d , I  d o n 't  know a  l o t  o f  P o le s .  C e r ta in ly  I  ve n ev e r 
been  to  P o land  and I  d o n 't  speak  P o lis h  and I 'm  aware t h a t  
th o se  f a c t s  c r e a te  a  b a r r i e r  betw een me and what i s  happen ing  
in  P o land  because  I  do n o t e n t i r e l y  u n d e rs ta z n d  P o l is h  a t t i t u d e s  
In  a  sen se  I  lo o k  a t  them and must g u ess  a t  what i s  g o in g  on 
because  to  t r u l y  u n d e rs ta n d  c u r re n t  a f f a i r s  a s  I  suppose to  
t r u l y  u n d e rs ta n d  h i s to r y .  You have to  be a s  i t  were in  th e  
minds o f  th e  p a r t i c ip a n t s  in  o rd e r  to  see  th e  way t h a t  t h e i r  
p e rc e p tio n  o f  th e  w orld  i s  im p o rtan t because  t h e i r  p e rc e p t io n  
o f  th e  w orld  i s  what th e y  a re  a c t in g  on. We do th in g s  b ecau se  we 
p e rc e iv e  th e  w orld  in  a p a r t i c u l a r  way and c u r re n t  a f f a i r s  
p re c e d e s  th e  problem  th a t  u n le s s  you can g e t in s id e  th e  minds 
o f  th e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  and t h i s  i s  alw ays e a s i e r  w ith  p eo p le  from 
your own c u l tu r e  i t ' s  e a s i e r  fo r  me to  u n d e rs ta n d  Mrs T h a tch e r 
th an  i t  i s  fo r  me to  u n d e rs ta n d  Lee W alensa — i t  i s  much e a s ie r  
fo r  me to  u n d ers tan d  Mrs T ha tch er b.-cause she and I  sh a re  a 
common language ( la u g h te r )  we sh a re  e lem en ts  o f common h i s to r y  
and c u l tu r e  - I can r e l a t e  to  her in  th e  sense  th a t  I can
212
c a te g o r is e  Iks- I can u n d e rs tan d  what she means in  term s o f 
B r i t i s h  p o l i t i c s ,  where h e r id e a s  come from, wliat they  a re  ro o ted  
in ,  urn., th e se  th  ngs I can u n d ers tan d  about her in  a sense 
th a t  I do n o t u n d ers tan d  abou t P o le s  because I  do no t know Poland 
w e ll enough to  be ab le  to  g ra sp  th e  whole o f t h e i r  w orld view . 
They a re  too  f a r  away from me, th e  gap between me and them i s  
too  g r e a t  f o r  me to  e n t i r e l y  u n d e rs ta n d . I  t r y  and keep inform ed 
b u t th a t  in fo rm a tio n  i s  l im i te d  because th e re  i s  t h i s  b a r r i e r  
o f c u l tu r e  and language which means th a t  I  cannot e n t i r e l y  
u n d e rs ta n d  why th ey  do th in g s  in  a p a r t i c u l a r  way o r what 
p a r t i c u l a r  th o u g h ts  a re  go ing  on in  t h e i r  heads and th a t  I  
th in k  i s  an in e v i ta b le  prob lem . I  d o n 't  th in k  i t  i s  t o t a l l y  
s o lu b le  i f  I  was r e a l l y  d eep ly  in t e r e s t e d  in  th e  P o lis h  problem  
th e n  o b v io u s ly  I  would go and le a r n  P o lis h  and to  t a l k  to  a s  
many P o le s  a s  p o s s ib le  from a s  many d i f f e r e n t  g roups a s  p o s s ib le  
t h i s  i s  a g a in  a  problem  th a t  even i f  you lo o k  a t  th e  p eo p le  
who do speak  P o l is h  i s  t h a t  th e y  te n d  to  g e t t h e i r  in fo rm a tio n  
from p a r t i c u l a r  g ro u p in g s  w ith in  P o lis h  s o c ie ty  and a s  a  r e s u l t  
th e y  g e t a  b ia s e d  p ic tu r e  and t h i s  i s  th e  a lm ost in e v i ta b l e  
i f  th e  o n ly  P o le s  you speak  to  a re  th e  le a d e r s  o f  S o l id a r i ty  
th e n  you w i l l  g e t a  v ery  d i f f e r e n t  o f Poland  th a n  i f  you speak  
to  le a d e r s  o f  th e  h a rd  l i n e  f a c t io n  o f  th e  Communist p a r ty  in  
P o lan d . But b o th  g roups o p e ra te  w ith in  a  P o l is h  c u l tu r e  and 
p ro b ab ly  f in d  i t  e a s i e r  to  u n d e rs ta n d  each o th e r  th a n  th e y  do 
to  u n d e rs ta n d  o u ts id e r s ,  j u s t  a s  we f in d  i t  e a s ie r  to  u n d e rs ta n d  
peop le  who do n o t sh a re  a  common c u l tu r e  w ith  u s .  Even where 
th e y  sh a re  a  common language  l i k e  th e  Am ericans o r  in  e f f e c t  
th e  I r i s h ,  a lth o u g h  th e y  t a l k  o f hav ing  a  second I r i s h  language  
th e y  in  f a c t  u se  E n g lish  a s  t h e i r  s ta n d a rd  language and i t ' s  
v e ry  very  c l e a r  I  th in k  to  any o f  u s  when you th in k  abou t i t  
fo r  any le n  th  o f  tim e th a t  th e re  i s  t h i s  enormous problem  th a t  
we do n o t sh a re  w ith  th e  b u lk  o f Irish m en  -  a  common c u l tu r e ,  o r 
a  common w orld  view and c o n seq u en tly  th e re  a re  a l l  s o r t s  o f  
m isu n d e rs tan d in g s  betw een th e  E n g lish  and th e  I r i s h  which a r i s e  
from th e  f a c t  th a t  th e y  app ea r to  be s im i la r  to  u s , b u t in  f a c t  
th ey  a re  no t s im i la r  to  u s  and so we m is in te r p r e t  I r i s h  in fo rm ­
a t io n  because  we i n t e r p r e t  in  ou r own te rm s -  we lo o k  a t  I r i s h  
men as  a a lm ost as  i t  were a s  cS reg io n  of England ano i i  i s  sot. 
they a re  a very  s e p a ra te  c u l tu r e  and we f a i l  to  u n d e rs ta n d  th a t  
s e p a ra te n e s s  and th a t  i s  one of- th e  p roblem s, b u t T would say on
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th e  whole I 'm  reaso n ab ly  w e ll inform ed by th e  s ta n d a rd s  o f 
t h i s  co u n try  b u t I 'm  co n sc io u s  you know, th a t  th e re  a re  huge 
gaps in  my knowledge which a r i s e  because I have to  make i n t e r p r e t ­
a t io n s  based  on my in fo rm a tio n  and my knowledge which i s  l a r g e ly  
l im ite d  to  my own c u ltu re o  I  can on ly  p e rc e iv e  th in g s  th ro u g h  my 
own s ta n d  p o in t and no t from th a t  o f a Po le  o r an Irish m an  
and th ey  have o b v io u s ly  very  d i f f e r e n t  view s o f th e  w orld  and 
th e  n a tu re  o f th e  problem s th a n  I  do.
ITERVIEWER O.K. th a n k s  th e n  D e rr ic k .
POLAND
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T R A N S C R I P T  8
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  Gene
INTERVIEWER R igh t th e n  b eg in n in g  o f th e  in te rv ie w  w ith  Gene.
G ene , how do you see th e  s i t u a t i o n  in  P o land  a t
th e  p re s e n t  tim e?
GENE In  Po land  a t  th e  p re s e n t  moment, w e ll th e  s i t u a t i o n  i s  r a th e r  
bad b ecau se  th e  R u ss ian s  want c e r t a in l y  a s su ra n c e s  th a t  th e y  
a re  th e  b o s s e s ,  so w hatever th e  P o lis h  peo p le  ( i f  I  can speak 
o f p e o p le )  does o r  do,m akes no d i f f e r e n c e  w hatsoever to  th e  
s i t u a t i o n .  The s i t u a t i o n  i s  worse b ecause  th e  E uropeans 
have d ec id ed  to  send Po land  some food  and t h i s  i s  th e  
w orse P o s s ib le  th in g  th e y  co u ld  do becau se  in  t h i s  way th e y  
le n g th e n  th e  s t r u g g le  o f  th e  P o lish p e o p le  a g a in s t  th e  
R u ss ia n s , th e y  shou ld  r e a l l y  s to p  sen d in g  an y th in g  to  Po land  
H um an ita rian  o r n o t h u m a n ita r ia n , i t ' s  r id i c u lo u s  b u s in e s s ,  
i t  i s  n o t h u m a n ita r ia n  to  have th e  R u ss ia n s  on yo u r b ack , so 
th e r e f o r e ,  y o u 'v e  go t to  b re a k  th e  s i t u a t i o n .
INTERVIEWER Do you th in k  th e  h i s to r y  o f  P o land  i s  im p o rta n t in  
an sw erin g  t h i s  q u e s tio n ?
GENE T hat P o land  w i l l  .  • ?
INTERVIEWER Do you th in k  th e  h i s to r y  o f  P oalnd  i s  im p o rta n t i n  
an sw erin g  th e  q u e s tio n ?
GENE Yes, th e  P o le s  were alw ays (w e ll f o r  a  lo n g  tim e) u n d er th e  
R u ss ian  dom ination  a s  w e ll ,  P o land  was d iv id e d  by th e  th r e e  
pow ers: P r u s s ia ,  A u s tr ia  and R u ss ia  and th e  R u ss ia n s  
m a l- t r e a te d  th e  P o le s  a l l  th e  tim e , so in  l848 when th e  g r e a t  
r e v o lu t io n s  -  r e v o lu t io n a ry  wave i n  Europe sw ep to v er, th e  
P o le s  a l s o  r e b e l le d  and, w e ll  o f  c o u rs e ,k  th e  R u ss ia n s  
were much s t r o n g e r ,  th e y  p u t down th e  r e b e l l i o n  and th e  P o le s  
n ev er fo rg o t i t .
INTERVIEWER Do you th in k  i t  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t  t h a t  w e 've go t a  P o l i s h  Pope?
215
GENE A P o lis h  Pope can p ro b ab ly  h e lp  in  a s  much a s  he u n d e rs ta n d s  
th e  P o lis h  p e o p le . The Pope i t s e l f  h a s  go t to  d ie ,  no tam per 
o r power and no o th e r  s o r t  o f  power; fo rm erly  he had a t  
l e a s t  power o f p e rs u a s io n , b u t today  r e l i g io n  -  e s p e c ia l ly  
in  R u ss ia  i s  a  non e x i s t a n t  th in g ,  so why should  th e  Pope 
be h e l p f u l .  S t a l i n  d u rin g  th e  war asked  (fien th e re  was 
c o n f ro n ta t io n  betw een th e  Pope and R u ss ian s) how many 
b a t t a l i o n s  h as  g o t th e  Pope? and so i t  b o i l s  down sim ply  
to  t h a t  -  p e r s u a s io n  means a b s o lu te ly  n o th in g  to d a y , i t ' s  
b ru t»  fo rc e  which m a t te r s .
INTERVIEWER O.K. r i g h t  to  change th e  s u b je c t  -  you can s i t  back  i t  w i l l  
be r e c o rd in g  O.K. -  to  change th e  s u b je c t  um have you g o t 
any v iew s abou t v io le n c e  on te le v is io n ?
GENE V io lence  in ?
INTERVIEWER On t e l e v i s i o n .
GENE On t e l e v i s i o n ,  w e ll  f o r  me th e  v io le n c e  i s  o n ly  a  p la y ,  
b u t f o r  many p e o p le , e s p e c ia l ly  younger p eo p le  who a re  i n  
t h i s  way encouraged  to  u se  v io le n c e  th e m se lv e s , um b ecau se  
v io le n c e  i s  condoned to d a y  by th e  a u t h o r i t i e s  w ith  d i f f e r e n t  
p r e t e x t s ,  so th e r e f o r e ,  i t  d o e s n 't  le a v e  you anywhere r e a l l y  
to  combat v io le n c e  ex ce p t i f  you j u s t  d o n 't  show i t .  So why 
do you show a l l  th e  tim e th e  I .R .A . v io le n c e ,  by t h i s  you 
j u s t  g iv e  th e  I .R .A . th e  o p p o r tu n ity  to  make p ro paganda .
INTERVIEWER Yes, what do you th in k  abou t th e  v io le n c e  in  t e l e v i s i o n  
programmes f o r  exam ple, th e  P r o f e s s io n a ls  o r Kojak?
GENE Ah i t  b o i l s  down to  th e  same th in g  i f  you lo o k  a t  to d a y 's  
p a p e r , you w i l l  see  o ld  age p e n s io n e rs  m a l- t r e a te d  by 
muggers in  th e  s t r e e t ,  where do th e y  l e a r n  a l l  th e s e  t r i c k s ?  
n a t u r a l l y  i n  t e l e v i s i o n ,  so t e l e v i s i o n  enhances m ugging, i f  
on th e  o th e r  hand th e y  would show th a t  th e  p o l ic e  i s  r e a l l y
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swooping down on th e se  m uggers, o r on th e  v io le n c e  l i k e  you 
have in  th e se  Am erican f i lm s ,  you know where th e  p o l ic e  
i s  alw ays v ic to r io u s ,  th e n  p ro b ab ly  v io le n c e  w o u ld n 't be 
so b ig ,  b u t o f c o u rse , t h i s  depends on th e  g e n e ra l c irc u m stan c es  
o f  th e  peo p le  conce rned .
INTERVIEWER Would you say  th a t  s p o r ts  l i k e  b o x in g , o r  k a ra te  o r judo  
cou ld  be c a l le d  f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
GENE Um . . I  d i d n ' t  q u i te  g e t th a t
INTERVIEWER ^ o u ld  you say  th a t  s p o r ts  l i k e  k a ra te  o r  judo  o r  b ox ing , 
cou ld  be c a l le d  f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
GENE W ell I  am n o t so su re  abou t t h a t ,  I  h a v e n 't  th o u g h t abou t 
th a t  r e a l l y .
INTERVIEWER I  mean th e y  a re  v io le n t  a c t s  a r e n ' t  th ey ?
GENE Yes.
INTERVIEWER But would you say  th a t  i f  te e n a g e rs  and young c h i ld r e n  
w atch b ox ing  on a  S a tu rd ay  a f te rn o o n  f o r  example on th e  
t e l e v i s i o n ,  would you say  th a t  en co u rag es  them to  be more 
v io le n t?
GENE Yes.
INTERVIEWER You would say  so?
GENE N a tu ra l ly ,  y e s  I  mean v io le n c e  a s  such i s  human n a tu r e ,  and 
you canno t e r a d ic a te  i t  becau se  i t  i s  human n a tu r e ,  you can 
p e rh a p s  s o f te n  i t  by g iv in g  them o th e r  ch an n e ls  and n o t 
human a g a in s t  human, i f  you do th a t  you may i n  a  way av o id  
i t ,  b u t v io le n c e  was alw ays p a r t  o f  human h i s to r y ,  you j u s t  
lo o k  a t  th e  m iddle a g e s , and even l a s t  c e n tu ry , i t  i s  a lw ays 
f i g h t in g .  The o n ly  way to  av o id  t h i s ,  to  g iv e  th e  young p eo p le  
a t  a very  e a r ly  age a d i r e c t io n  where th e y  shou ld  f i g h t ,  t h a t
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means som ething which you want to  avo id  e v e n tu a lly ,  b u t once 
you want som ething to  go in  one d i r e c t io n ,  th a t  you can doo 
Now b e fo re  th e  w ars, b e fo re  th e  second w orld w ar, you had 
alw ays in  boys p a p e rs  -  h e ro e s , who were f ig h t in g  a g a in s t  
c e r t a in  packs o f peop le  and th e r e f o r e ,  a l l  th e  young peop le  
w anted to  be h e ro e s  and th e y  d id n '.t  want to  be j u s t  m uggers, 
b u t to d ay  t h i s  i s  th e  whole p o in t ,  i t ' s  muggers th a t  th e y  
want to  b e .
INTERVIEWER You th in k  so?
GENE I t  depends n a t u r a l ly  on th e  f a m i l i e s ,  b u t you s e e , i t  depends 
to  a  v e ry  la rg e  e x te n t  on th e  s c h o o ls , and th e  s c h o o ls , th e  
com prehensive sc h o o ls , a s  th e  name in d i c a te s ,  comprehend 
a  l o t  o f th e se  c h i ld r e n  who a re  muggers th em se lv es  so th e  
o th e r s  a re  j u s t  r in g e d ,  and i f  you fo rc e  p e o p le , even from 
b e t t e r  f a m i l ie s  (when I  say  b e t t e r ,  I  do n o t mean money o r  
a n y th in g  l i k e  th a t )  even i f  th e se  b e t t e r  fa m ily  c h i ld r e n  go 
th e r e ,  w e ll ,  th e y  end up in  th e  same way.
INTERVIEWER - Would you say  th a t  c h i ld r e n  who w atch a  l o t  o f  v io le n c e  on 
t e l e v i s i o n ,  say  f o r  example programmes l i k e :  K ojak o r  th e  
P r o f e s s io n a l ,  and w atch v io le n t  a c t s  on t e l e v i s i o n  l i k e  
b o x in g , v io le n t  s p o r t ,  would you say  th a t  th e  a c t  o f  w atch in g  
v io le n c e  and v io le n t  s p o r ts  p ro b ab ly  s o r t  o f  en co u rag es  
v io le n c e  i n  t h a t  fa m ily  s e t  up?
GENE S p o rt i n  g e n e ra l i s  a  v io le n t  th in g ,  b ecau se  i t  co m p rises  
c o m p e tit io n  and when you a re  com peting and r e a l l y  com peting  
you p u t your whole p h y s ic a l  and m en ta l power i n to  t h a t  a c t  
and th e r e f o r e ,  when you have c o m p e tito rs  p a id  f o r  th e  comp­
e t i t i o n ,  th e y  must be b e t t e r  th a n  th e  o th e r s ,  o th e rw ise  
th e y  d o n 't  g e t a  f u r th e r  jo b , so i f  you have a  t e n n is  s t a r  
he becomes a  tro p h y  f o r  th e  v e ry  s im ple  re a so n  th a t  he e a rn s  
a  l o t  o f money, b u t when he g e ts  a  tro p h y  th e n  he g e t s  to  
be v io l e n t , lo o k  a t  th e  case  o f  Macenroe f o r  in s ta n c e  and t h i s
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goes fo r  f o o tb a l l  and o th e r  th in g s  to o , a s  long  a s  i t  i s  
a s o r t  o f a  f r ie n d ly  p la y  betw een two opposing  team s o f 
a sch o o l o r a l i t t l e  v i l l a g e  th e  th in g  i s  a l l  r i g h t ,  b u t 
th e  v e ry  moment to d ay  we a re  re a c h in g  th e  same s o r t  o f  l e v e l  
th a t  th e  Romans reach ed  in  t h e i r  a re n a s  i t  i s  a q u e s tio n  o f 
l i f e  and d e a th .
INTERVIEWER O.K. th a n k s  v e ry  much. The o th e r  month I  th in k  i t  was in  
A ugust, a  fe llo w  c ro sse d  th e  channel u s in g  a  b a llo o n  w ith  
s o la r  en e rg y , I  don’t  know i f  you re a d  abou t i t  i n  th e  
new spapers
GENE He flew  over th e  channe l i n  a  b a llo o n
INTERVIEWER T h a t’ s  r i g h t  i n  abou t two h o u rs
GENE I  v ag u e ly  remember I  r e a d  abou t i t  y e s
INTERVIEWER Would you say  t h a t  b a l lo o n in g  i s  l i k e l y  to  become a  form 
o f t r a v e l  in  th e  fu tu re ?
GENE W ell to  own a  b a l lo o n  c o s ts  a  l o t  o f  money, so t h e r e f o r ,  
b a l lo o n in g  a s  a  s p o r t  cou ld  be o n ly  done i f  some c lu b  w hich 
g o t p ro b a b ly  good b a c k e rs ,  owns a  b a l lo o n  and p eo p le  can do i t .
I  p e r s o n a l ly  don’t  th in k  th a t  th e re  i s  a n y th in g  i n  i t  becau se  
th e  wind goes a s  she l i k e s  i t ,  n o t a s  you l i k e  i t ,  so th e r e f o r e ,  
pu re  b a l lo o n in g  f o r  me i s  n o t r e a l l y  a  s p o r t .  I t  i s  a 
d i f f e r e n t  th in g  f o r  in s ta n c e  -  hang g l id in g  b ecau se  th e r e  
your p h y s ic a l  prow ess i s  th e  p rim e mover o f  you r v e h ic le  
and i t  goes where you want i t  to  go, i f  i t  d o esn ’ t  i t ’ s  your 
f a u l t .  In  case  o f  th e  b a l lo o n  th e  wind may be t h i s  way o r  
t h a t  way, you c a n 't  do an y th in g  abou t i t ,  so I  do n o t th in k  
i t  i s  a  s p o r t ,  f o r  me s p o r t  i s  any a c t i v i t y  o f  a  human, o r  o f  
a  dog, i f  i t  h a s  g o t a  pu rpose  which he can a c h ie v e , p ro v id ed  
he w ants to  a ch iev e  i t ,  w hereas w ith  th e  b a l lo o n  you hope to  
go to  F rance and you s t a r t  coming down In  I r e l a n d ,  so I  mean 
in  t h i s  way i t  i s  n o t much se n se .
INTERVIEWER In  a c tu a l  f a c t  t h i s  b a l lo o n i s t  used  s o la r  c e l l s ,  so in  a c tu a l
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f a c t  lie flew  over th e  channel u s in g  s o la r  energy  a s  such , 
a d m itte d ly  i t  was a s p e c ia l  type  o f b a llo o n  in  so f a r  a s  
i t  was double sk in n ed , b u t um , . s o la r  energy  i s  b e in g  
used  a l o t  th e se  days w ith  r e s p e c t  to  s o la r  h e a t in g  p r o je c t s ,  
e s p e c ia l ly  in  th e  M ilton  Keynes a re a  o f E ngland . Do you 
fo re s e e  t h a t  many peop le  in  England w i l l  be i n s t a l l i n g  
s o la r  h e a t in g  mechanisms and tech n o lo g y  in  t h e i r  h o u ses  in  
th e  fu tu re ?
gene W ell . . .
INTERVIEWER Do you know much abou t s o la r  h e a tin g ?  because  you a re  an
e n g in e e r .
gene T e c h n ic a lly  sp eak in g , b a l lo o n in g  a s  i t  i s  done to d a y  can
have two d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c t s ,  e i t h e r  you u se  a  v e ry  ex p en s iv e  
helium  g as  w hich k eeps th e  b a llo o n  up , i n  t h i s  case  th e r e  
i s  no s p o r t  r e a l l y  connec ted  to  i t ,  b ecause  you pay f o r  th e  
b a l lo o n  and th e n  i t  goes w herever you l i k e ,  th e  o th e r  th in g  
i s  th e  h o t a i r  b a l lo o n in g , where i t  s t a r t e d  a l re a d y  in  
17  som eth ing  by th e  b r o th e r s  b u t t h i s  b a l lo o n in g
b u s in e s s  a s  such was a t  th e  b eg in n in g  most i n t e r e s t i n g  b ecau se  
a t  t h a t  tim e th e y  d id n ’t  know a n y th in g  abou t a i r  and f ly in g  
so i t  was a  n e c e s s i ty  a  f i r s t  to  go ah ead , l a t e r
th e se  o rd in a ry  b a l lo o n s  were s u b s t i tu t e d  w ith  o th e r  b a l lo o n s  
w hich had g o t a  g as  f i l l i n g  i n  i t  and a l s o  th e y  r e c e iv e d  l a t e r  
on, a p p l ic a t io n s  w ith  m achines and t h i s  cu lm in a ted  i n  th e  
z e p p e lin s  i n  th e  Germans, w hich were d i r i g i b l e  b a l lo n s  in  
f a c t ,  and i t  went where th e y  w anted to  go, now t h i s  i s  
n a t u r a l l y  an approach  w hich was v e ry  im porteint b u t t h a t  h a s  
n o th in g  to  do w ith  s p o r t ,  o n ly  in  a s  much a s  i f  you say  one 
c o n s tru c t io n  was b e t t e r  th a n  th e  o th e r  one b u t i t  i s  n o t a  
s p o r t in g  u n d e r ta k in g  w ith  th e  s p o r t  a s  th e  th in g ,  w hereas 
o th e r  a i r  s p o r t  l i k e  l i g h t  p la n e s  o r  a n y th in g  l i k e  t h a t ,  
though m oto rs a re  in  th e  o f f in g  th e r e ,  n e v e r th e le s s  i t  i s  a  
s p o r t  because  you d i r e c t  your l i t t l e  p la n e  w herever you l i k e  
a t  th e  speed w hich you can o b ta in ,  o r  n o t o b ta in  depend ing  
on your m achinery  and th e  same th in g  a p p l ie s  n a t u r a l l y  to  l i k e  
a  m otor c a r ,  you do r a c in g ,  though you have a  m otor i t  i s  your
p e rso n a l s k i l l  which i s  t e s t e d  in  th e  game, w hereas 
in  a b a l lo o n  your s k i l l ,  i s  o n ly  in  a s  much re q u ire d  to  
keep th e  whole th in g  up in  th e  a i r ,  b u t you have g o t no 
power to  go where you want to  go .
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INTERVIEWER
GENE
1 don’t  know i f  you know a n y th in g  abou t s o la r  h e a t in g
S o la r  ?
INTERVIEWER H eatin g  in  houses
GENE S o la r  h e a t in g  y es
INTERVIEWER
GENE
W ell t h e r e ’ s  q u i te  a  few s o la r  h e a t in g  p r o je c t s  go ing  on 
n e a r  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty  in  M ilto n  Keynes where in  a c tu a l  
f a c t  s o la r  energy  i s  used  to  h e a t th e  ho u se , do you th in k  
th a t  s o la r  h e a t in g  tech n o lo g y  i s  go ing  to  c a tc h  on .
S o la r  h e a t in g  tech n o lo g y  i s  v e ry  much developed  i n  c o u n t r ie s  
where th e y  have g o t s o l  t h a t  i s  l i g h t .  I n  E ngland I  d o n ’t  
th in k  t h i s  h as  g o t any f u tu r e .  In  C a l i f o r n ia  i n  A m erica, 
U tah , in  I s r a e l  where you g o t p le n ty  o f  s u n l ig h t ,  i t  i s  a  ve 
'vsry goad p ro p o s i t io n  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  c o u n tr ie s  l i k e  I s r a e l  
w hich h as  g o t no o i l  and where th e  s o la r  energy  i s  u sed  f o r  
h :eating  w a te r  and h e a t in g  up h o u ses , s o la r  energy  can a l s o  
be used  v e ry  fa v o u ra b ly  when y o u ’ve g o t an  equipm ent t h a t  
canno t be looked  a f t e r  ev e ry  day such a s  r a d io  r e p e a te r  
s t a t i o n s ,  so you g e t th e r e  a  s o la r  g e n e ra to r  and i f  even 
i t  c o s ts  f a r  more th a n  an  o rd in a ry  g e n e ra to r  i t  p ays  b ecau se  
you h av en ’ t  go t to  lo o k  a f t e r  th e  p l a n t .  But in  o u r c l im a te  
y o u ’ve g o t to  have such la r g e  s o la r  p a n e ls  t h a t  i t  w ouldn’ t  
pay r e a l l y ,  o n ly , n o t even in  a  lo n g  p e r io d  i t  i s  o n ly  a 
q u e s tio n  o f  h e a t in g  m a te r ia l ,  o f  c o u rse , when you a re  c u t 
o f f  you ’ve g o t no c o a l ,  y o u ’ve g o t no o i l  th e n  i t  i s  a 
p o s s i b l i t y  to  use  i t  b ecause  i t  i s  a  s ta n d b y , b u t i f  y o u ’ve 
go t o rd in a ry  energy  so u rc e s  I  don’ t  th in k  i t  h a s  any 
fu tu r e  h e re ,  i t  w i l l  have a  l o t  o f  f u tu r e  in  th e  n e a r  E a s t
T H IR D  WORLD
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o r in  th e  E as t o r in  ho t c o u n t r ie s ,  A f r ic a  o r anywhere 
e ls e  where you have go t a c o n s ta n t s u n l ig h t  in  c o n t r a s t  
to  E ngland, lo o k  o u t and you see what happens.
INTERVIEWER
GENE
R igh t th a n k s  v e ry  much, have you go t fî^y v iew s. Gene 
on th e  developm ent o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld?
The t h i r d  w orld?
INTERVIEWER
GENE
INTERVIEWER
GENE
NTERVIEWER
P o l i t i c a l l y  o r econom ica lly
W ell 1 have been  v i s i t i n g  b la c k  c o u n t r ie s ,  Ihave  seen  th e  
whole th in g  and my v iew s a re  v e ry  p e s s im i s t ic .
R ea lly ?
The re a so n  in  s im ply  t h i s :  t h a t  th e  p eo p le  want to  do th e  
same th in g s  w hich W estern c o u n tr ie s  have ach iev ed  ov er a  
th ousand  y e a rs  and you canno t do th a t  i n  a  few y e a r s .  The
p ro o f  o f  i t  i s  t h i s ,  t h a t  a  so c a l le d  freedom  was g iv e n
to  th e s e  p eo p le  abou t t h i r t y  y e a rs  ago, and i n  A f r ic a  abo u t 
w hich you speak  r e a l l y ,  becau se  th e  t h i r d  w orld  i s  A f r ic a ,  
in  A f r ic a  i n  th e se  t h i r t y  y e a r s  th e re  a re  p ro b a b ly  now f i f t y  
c o u n t r ie s ,  b la c k  c o u n t r ie s ,  and n o t one o f  them h a s  g o t a  
dem ocracy, now a l l  th e s e  p eo p le  c o n s ta n t ly  h a rk  on r a c i a l  
d is c r im in a t io n ,  b u t r a c i a l  d is c r im in a t io n  i s  th e  g r e a t e s t  
i n  th e  b la c k  c o u n t r ie s ,  and a  w h ite  man canno t g e t  a  jo b  
and i f  he i s  th e re  he i s  chucked o u t ,  and th e  l a t e s t  
a d d i t io n  to  th e  t h i r d  w orld  i s  R ho d esia . Now R ho d esia  was 
b e le a g u e re d  by th e  W estern  w orld  f o r  te n  y e a r s ,  n e v e r th e le s s  
t h e i r  economy f lo u r i s h e d ,  now i t  h as  chanfed  i t s  name and 
a l l  in  two y e a rs  t h e i r  economy has rece ed ed  to  such an e x te n t  
t h a t  th e y  come w ith  cap in  hand a sk in g  f o r  money -  w e ll  t h a t
t e l l s  you th e  whole s to r y .
Do you th in k  f o r  exam ple: th a t  t h i r d  w orld  c o u n t r i e s  sh o u ld  
change in  a  c u l tu r a l  way?
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GENE
INTERVIEWER
GENE
D e f in i t e ly  n o t .  They w i l l  n o t be ab le  to  change because  
th e  whole system  i s  t a in te d  w ith  h a tre d  r e a l l y  o f what 
we c a l l  c u l tu r e .  They want to  adopt our s o c i a l i s t  system s 
w ith o u t knowing how th e se  s o c ia l  system s work. As a  m a tte r  
o f f a c t ,  no__e o f  th e se  so c a l le d  id e a l  s o c ia l  system s e v e r 
worked, n o t even in  E urope, th e n  you g e t P o land , where 
th e  w orking p o p u la tio n  i s  a g a in s t  th e  w orking governm ent.
Would you say  th a t  r e l i e f  o r g a n is a t io n s  such a s  Qxfam 
and T ear fund who do seek  to  h e lp  t h i r d  w orld c o u n t r ie s  
a re  in  a c tu a l  f a c t ,  j u s t  a  drop in  th e  ocean r e a l l y .
F or me, Oxfam and a l l  th e  o r g a n is a t io n s  a re  p o l i t i c a l  
o r g a n is a t io n s  and th e y  a re  th e  w orse th in g  th a t  can happen . 
The t h i r d  w orld  can be h e lp ed  on ly  i f  th e y  a llo w  o th e r  p eo p le  
(n o t e x a c t ly  w h ite , can be ye llo w  o r  brown o r  w hatever i t  i s )  
to  do p r iv a te  e n t e r p r i s e .  A s t a t e  cannot o p e ra te  any s o r t  
o f um p r o f i t a b i l i t y ,  n e i th e r  th e  F rench  R ailw ays, n o r th e  
E n g lish  R ailw ays, n o r th e  German R ailw ays make money, th e y  
^11 lo s e  money a l l  s t a t e  e n te r p r i s e  in  ev e ry  co u n try  l o s e s  
money, and i f  th e  s t a t e  ta k e s  over e v e ry th in g  l i k e  i t  i s  in  
th e  communist c o u n t r ie s  now, you see  th e  co n sequences, n e i th e r  
R u ss ia  n o r th e  o th e r  p eo p le  have g o t an y th in g  to  e a t ,  l e t .  
u s  lo o k  a t  th e  A m erican c o n t in e n t ,  w hether you lo o k  a t  
Canada o r  th e  U n ited  S ta t e s ,  th e y  can fe e d  th e  whole w o rld , 
why? because  th e  fa rm er w orks f o r  h im se lf  -  n o t th e  s t a t e ,  
so I  th in k  ev e ry  man and woman knows b e s t  what i s  b e s t  f o r  h e r  
o r  him , t h a t  means everybody i s  i n  f a c t ,  b o rn  what you would 
c a l l  a  c a p i t a l i s t .
INTERVIEWER Y es. Have you go t f i r s t  hand knowledge o f  t h i r d  w orld  
c o u n t r ie s ,  have you been  to  some.
ENE Yes 1 have been  to  Jam aica  and I  have been  th e re  on g a th e r in g s  
w ith  th e  th e n  Prim e M in is te r  Mr M anley, o f  co u rse  a  L e f t  
w inger a s  you know. 1 saw th e  governor and so f o r t h ,  and w h i ls t
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we were th e re  i t  was more o r l e s s  the  end p h ases  o f th e  
s o c i a l i s t  ex p erim en t, in  th e  shops you c o u ld n 't  buy b re a d , 
th e re  was no r i c e ,  everybody was r e a l l y  d e s p e ra te ,  mugging 
in  th e  s t r e e t  a l l  th e  tim e , i t  j u s t  d id  n o t work. Now 
th e re  i s  a n o th e r  regim e th e r e ,  a ls o  in d ig en o u s  regim e and 
th a t  w i l l  p ro b ab ly  work, b u t th e  man say s  "everybody go to  
work fo r  h im se lf"
HUNGER STRIKERS
INTERVIEWER O.K. som ething d i f f e r e n t ,  th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  c a l le d  o f f  t h e i r  
s t r i k e  in  th e  Maize P r is o n  in  B e l f a s t  fo u r  weeks ago a f t e r  
te n  hunger s t r i k e r s  had in  a c tu a l  f a c t  d ie d , th e y 'd  commited 
s u ic id e  v i r t u a l l y ,  um . . would you say  th a t  th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  
had ach iev ed  p o l i t i c a l  s ta tu s ?
GENE The hunger s t r i k e  was a  propaganda ex p erim en t, i f  p eo p le  l i k e  
th e  B r i t i s h  government f e l l  f o r  i t ,  t h a t ' s  t h e i r  f u n e r a l ,  
th e y  sh o u ld  have l e t  them d ie  and th e y  s h o u ld n 't  have made 
any propaganda in  th e  p a p e rs , n o t m en tio n in g  them a t  a l l ,  
i f  th e y  w o u ld n 't  have m entioned  them a t  a l l  th e r e  w o u ld n 't  
have been  a  hunger s t r i k e  becau se  i t  was a  p ropaganda e x e r c i s e ,  
b e s id e s ,  th e  whole s i t u a t i o n  t h e r e , i s  such  t h a t  f o r  th e  
o rd in a ry  f o lk ,  th e y  w o u ld n 't  u n d e rs ta n d .
INTERVIEWER Would you say  t h a t  th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  s o r t  o f  saw th e m se lv e s  
a s  p r i s o n e r s  o f  co n sc ie n ce?  They w o u ld n 't  view th e m se lv e s  
a s  t e r r o r i s t s  would th ey ?
GENE W ell I  p e r s o n a l ly  d o n 't  l i k e  f o r c e ,  so t h e r e f o r e ,  f o r  in s ta n c e  
to  say  th a t  th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  would be f o r c ib l y  f e d ,  t h a t  
q u e s tio n  d o e s n 't  a r i s e ,  a s  1 say  i t  was a  p ropaganda e x e r c is e  
and i f  th e y  w anted to  d ie ,  l i k e  th e  C h r i s t i a n s  d ie d  in  th e  
a re n a  o f Rome and n o t a  propaganda e x e rc is e  -  i t ' s  up to  
them . Of c o u rse , we say  to d a y " th o se  m a rty rs"  and o f  c o u rs e , 
th e  I .R .A . say  a ls o  " th o se  m a rty rs"  and t h a t  i s  a l l  to  i t .
INTERVIEWER So you would say th a t  th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  were um . . w ould 
c a l l  th em se lv es  p r i s o n e r s  o f  co n sc ien ce?  th e y  w o u ld n 't  see  
th em se lv es  a s  t e r r o r i s t s  a s  such .
GENE
HOBBIES
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W ell th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  had very  s tro n g  c o n v ic tio n s ,  
o th e rw ise  you w ouldn’t  d ie  fo r  som ething fo r  which you 
hadn’ t  g o t c o n v ic t io n s ,  b u t i t  was a f u t i l e  ex p erim en t, 
and i f ,  f o r  in s ta n c e  th e  B r i t i s h  government w ouldn’ t  have 
been  th e  B r i t i s h  governm ent o f I 9 8O b u t s h a l l  we say  o f 
1 8 8 0 , th e  whole th in g  would have no t happened a t  a l l .
INTERVIEWER Have you g o t any h o b b ie s  o r  p a s tim es  which you in d u lg e  
in  now y o u ’r e  r e t i r e d ,  can you t e l l  me why you in d u lg e  
in  them?
GENE Y es. W ell you see  th e  p o in t  i s  t h i s ,  when you r e i t r e  
you must have h o b b ie s , you must have som ething w hich 
o c c u p ie s  your mind and your body, and i t  i s  co m p le te ly  
i r r e l e v a n t  what your h o b b ie s  a r e ,  you may c o l l e c t  s tam ps, 
you may te n d  your g a rd en , you may do b o th  and t h a t ’ s  i t .  
B u t, most o f  th e  peo p le  a re  so i n t e n t  on t h e i r  c a r e e r ,  
t h a t  d u r in g  t h e i r  c a re e r  n o th in g  e ls e  e x i s t s  b u t  th e  
s c ie n c e  o f  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  f i e l d  i n  w hich th e y  a re  work— 
in g .  I  u se  th e  word s c ie n c e , b u t i t  i s  th e  same f o r  a  
w r i t e r  o r  a  p o e t ,  he i s  n o t i n t e r e s t e d  i n  a n y th in g  e l s e .  
Now. when he re a c h e s  th e  age t h a t  s o c ie ty  d o esn ’t  want 
h i s  s e r v ic e s  any more, th a t  means when he i s  r e t i r e d ,  
r e t i r e d  f o r c ib l y  o r r e t i r e d  by h im se lf ,  th e n  he can n o t lo o k  
a f t e r  th e  books o f  th e  f irm , he cannot lo o k  a f t e r  th e  
te ch n o lo g y  o f  a  f irm , he cannot lo o k  a f t e r  th e  r a i lw a y s  and 
he canno t lo o k  a t  a n y th in g  l i k e  t h a t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  b e fo re  he 
he must choose f o r  h im se lf  n o t one b u t s e v e r a l  
h o b b ie s , h o b b ie s  which on th e  one hand e x e rc is e  h i s  m ind, 
h o b b ie s  on th e  o th e r  hand which needs c e r t a in  p h y s ic a l  
prow ess and i f  he i s  c le v e r  H obbies o f  a  t h i r d  k in d  -  how 
to  make money
INTERVIEWER (Laughing) yes so what are your hobbies then, what were your 
hobbies when you were lecturing, what was it in engineering?
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GENE When I  was l e c tu r in g  I  had no h o b b ie s , I  p rep a red  my 
h o b b ie s  a t  th a t  tim e .
INTERVIEWER W h i c h  w e r e ?
GENE My innocuous h o b b ies  in c lu d e  stamp c o l le c t in g  and books
and c o in s ,  w hich a re  a l l  connected  w ith  th e  developm ent
o f  ou r c u l tu r e ,  c u l tu r e  in  ev e ry  se n se , th a t  means o f  th e
te c h n ic a l  w orld  and th e  w orld  o f  p o e try  and so f o r t h ,  t h a t
IS  t h i s  way -  th ro u g h  stam ps and th rough  c o in s  you can
fo llo w  th e  ag es  and th e  propaganda e x e r c is e s  in  th e  ag es  and
you can see  th e  p ro o f  because  h i s to r y  i s  r e - w r i t t e n  by ev e ry
p o l i t i c a l  p a r ty  ev e ry  tw en ty  o r t h i r t y  y e a r s ,  so  th in g s
w hich happened in  my l i f e t i m e  I  h eard  so many d i f f e r e n t
e x p la n a tio n s  f o r  them . The o th e r  th in g  i s ,  y o u 'v e  g o t to
keep f i t  and t h i s  i s  im p o rta n t a s  th e  L a t in  say s  'm ens san a
in  co rp o re  sa n o ' a good head i s  on ly  when you a re  f i t  p h y s ic a l ly ,
so you must have some hobby l i k e  t h a t ,  you can p la y  som eth ing
l i k e  g o l f  o r  a n o th e r  th in g ,  o r you can te n d  your g a rd e n , o r
a s  my n e ig h b o u r d oes, he sweeps th e  s t r e e t s  so he h a s  a  b ig  
h o u se .
INTERVIEWER
GENE
(la u g h in g )  he j u s t  sweeps h i s  le a v e s  up doup do you mean,
Yes.
INTERVIEWER
GENE
Have you g o t any more h o b b ie s , you l i k e  s k a t in g  d o n 't  you? 
th in g s  w hich in v o lv e  o th e r  p e o p le .
W ell I  l i k e  to  t r a v e lo a  l o t  and one o f  my p r in c i p le  h o b b ie s ,
I  l i k e  la n g u a g e s  becau se  th ro u g h  th e  la n g u ag es  I  can fathom  
o th e r  p e o p le 's  b e h a v io u r . Now i t  i s  a  g r e a t  m istak e  to  th in k  
t h a t  la n g u ag es  a re  o n ly  th e re  to  u n d e rs ta n d  th e  o th e r  p e o p le , 
you see,w hen I  speak  a  language w hich I  know w e ll ,  I  do n o t 
speak  abou t sch o o l la n g u a g e s , schoo l -  b u t w hich you r e a l l y  
speak  th e n  when you speak th a t  language you form p a r t  o f  t h a t  
s o c ie ty ,  i f  you speak  r e a l l y  f re n c h  and y o u 'v e  been  to  F ran ce  
and you speak  f re n c h  you become f o r  th a t  moment a frenchm an
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INTERVIEWER
you a re  fo r  e v e ry th in g  what th e  frenchm an sa y s , in  te n  
m inu tes you speak e n g l is h  and you wake up from a dream th a t  
was th e re  and you become an eng lishm an , and i f  you speak 
some o th e r  la n g u ag es  which a re  n o t european  la n g u ag es , you 
become a savage which happened to  me.
So more o r  l e s s  you say  th a t  your h o b b ie s  a re  now what? 
stamp c o l l e c t in g ,  c o in s .
GENE I  beg your pardon?
INTERVIEWER Your h o b b ie s  a re  r e a l l y  stamp c o l l e c t in g  and c o in s  and 
g a rd e n in g .
GEN] Y es. I  do some g a rd en in g  and um
INTERVIEWER
GENE
INTERVIEWER
GENE
Would you say  your i n t e r e s t  in  th e  U n iv e r s i ty  o f  London 
s ta n d in g  com m ittee i s  a  hobby?
Yes, o f  c o u rse , t h a t  i s  one o f  th e  rem a in in g  e x e r c is e s  o f 
my p a s t  because  we have been  alw ays co n n ec ted  w ith  th e  
u n iv e r s i ty ,  s tu d ie d  h e re  i n  London o f  c o u rs e , so I  had a  
c e r t a in  i n t e r e s t  in  th e  u n iv e r s i ty ,  we have no c h i ld r e n ,  
so y o u 'v e  g o t to  th in k  o f  som eth ing , so you th in k  o f  a b s t r a c t  
th in g s  and th e  u n iv e r s i ty  i n  f a c t ,  i s  an a b s t r a c t  th in g .
What do you mean by an a b s t r a c t  th in g ?
W ell you speak  abo u t a  c o rp o ra te  body -  th e  s t a t e  f o r  in s ta n c e  
you v i s u a l i s e  i t  a s  som eth ing  a s  a  l i v i n g  body h av in g  
s o u ls ,  th e  s t a t e  say s  t h i s ,  th e  s t a t e  sa y s  t h a t ;  th e  u n iv e r s i t y  
say s  t h i s ,  th e  u n iv e r s i ty  say s  t h a t ,  in  f a c t  t h i s  i s  n o t t r u e  
i t  i s  a  co m p le te ly  a b s t r a c t  n o tio n  o f  th e  th in g .  The u n iv e r ­
s i t y  a s  such does n o t e x i s t  i t ' s  o n ly  fo u r  w a l l s .  B ut f o r  me 
and f o r  some o th e r  p eo p le  i t  i s  som ething a  l i t t l e  b i t  more 
e le v a te d ,  now I  am fo r  human p ro g re s s  and th e r e f o r e ,  human
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INTERVIEWER
GENE
p ro g re s s  can be ach iev ed  on ly  by knowing more th an  o th e r  
peop le  do, t h i s  i s  th e  whole key to  th e  European p ro g re s s  
because  th e  peop le  a re  alw ays i n t e r e s t e d  to  do a l i t t l e  b i t  
more th a n  th e  o th e r s ,  w e ll in  o th e r  w ords i t  was c o m p e titio n  
betw een th e  d i f f e r e n t  s t a t e s  you se e ; th e  one s t a t e  produced  
fo r  in s ta n c e :  N apoleon B onaparte  and a n o th e r  s t a t e  had to  
p roduce th e  c o u n te r  w eigh t to  i t  and th a t  i s  you s e e , England 
and P r u s s ia  would b e a t  i n  th e  end B o n ap arte . So you can see  
what I  was sa y in g  b e fo re ,  t h a t  p r iv a t e  e n te r p r i s e  o f  an in d iv -  
id u a l  o r th e  p r iv a t e  e n te r p r i s e  o f  a  n a t io n  i s  th e  same th in g  
you d o n 't  win w ars by s p e l l in g  o u t peace in  our tim e .
I  s e e .  Do you s t i l l  do any p a r t - t im e  tu to r in g  a  a  hobby?
W ell I  t r i e d  t h i s ,  I  had one o r two p r iv a t e  s tu d e n ts  t h a t  
was n ic e
INTERVIEWER For e n g in e e r in g  o r  lan g u ag es?
GENE E n g in ee rin g  and th a t  was n ic e  because  I  knew th e  s tu d e n t 
came a lo n g  and p a id  j u s t  a  nom inal sum b u t he p a id  b ecau se  
he w anted to  be i n s t r u c t e d ,  t h a t  means th e  man had a  v e s te d  
i n t e r e s t  i n  knowledge so t h a t  was n ic e  -  he w anted to  l e a r n .  
On th e  o th e r  hand I  am q u i t e  good a t  m aths, and when I  
f in i s h e d  -  f o r c ib l y  f in i s h e d  te a c h in g , a t  my c o l le g e  becau se  
I  had reac h ed  th e  age l i m i t ,  I  o f f e r e d  my s e r v ic e s  to  s e v e r a l  
s c h o o ls , grammar and o th e rw is e , j u s t  b ecau se  I  h ea rd  t h a t  
p h y s ic s  -  w hich i s  my p ro p e r  b ranch  and m aths which i s  
connec ted  o f  c o u rse , w ith  h ig h e r  p h y s ic s  i s  in  b ig  demand, 
nobody ev e r w anted to  h e a r  o f me, th e y  had a l l  s o r t s  o f  
ex cu ses , so in  th e  end I  th o u g h t "w e ll i f  th e y  d o n 't  want 
to  be ta u g h t no n eed , l e t  them g o " . So  p r iv a t e  te a c h in g  l i k e  
th a t  i s  no good. P r iv a t e ly  you can te a c h  o n ly  p eo p le  who 
have an  i n t e r e s t  in  i t  and who pay f o r  i t  -  you s e r v ic e s ,  i f  
th e  peo p le  th in k  th a t  i t  i s  n o t w orthw hile  p ay in g  f o r  th e  
s e rv ic e s  w e ll i t ' s  no good. T h is  i s  why in  a l l  th e  s c h o o ls  
which a re  a sk in g  f o r  f e e s  -  you can c a l l  them p u b lic  s c h o o ls  
o r an y th in g  e l s e ,  peo p le  r e a l l y  le a r n  because  th e y  a re  w i l l in g
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to  p u t money in to  som ething t h e o r e t i c a l .  Now i f  you g e t 
a s e rv ic e  f o r  n o th in g  you don’ t  a p p re c ia te  i t ,  and t h i s  
i s  th e  case  -  t h i s  i s  th e  case  w ith  p r iv a te  e d u c a tio n , I  
do n o t say  p r iv a te  co m p le te ly  p r iv a te  because  what th e y  c a l l  
p u b lic  s c h o o ls  i s  n o t a p r iv a te  e d u c a tio n , i t  i s  an e d u c a tio n  
o f a  p u b l ic ly  in s p i r e d  body where you pay because  th e y ’ve 
g o t to  pay th e  te a c h e r s .  W ell I  have been  te a c h in g  fo r  a 
very  s h o r t  tim e in  a  p u b lic  sch o o ls  j u s t  to  b r in g  up ’A’ l e v e l  
peop le  in  la n g u a g e s , once in  German and once in  F rench  and I  
can t e l l  you th o se  peo p le  were r e a l l y  in t e r e s t e d  because  pa 
p a id  f o r  i t o
INTERVIEWER
GENE
Have yoi^thought abou t w r i t in g  th in g s  f o r  p u b lic a t io n ?
P u b l ic a t io n ,  w e ll i n  my tim e a s  a  l e c t u r e r  I  p u b lish e d  two 
books on th e  s u b je c t  I  was s tu d y in g , I  have w r i t t e n  s in c e  
th e n  s e v e r a l  o th e r  th in g s  b u t I  n ev e r b o th e re d  r e a l l y  to  
go to  a  p u b l i s h e r ,  w e ll I  had a  dog and I  w ro te  a  book 
abou t my dog
INTERVIEWER The Greyhound
GENE A v e ry  funny book
INTERVIEWER I s  t h i s  th e  Greyhound
GENE Yes The Greyhound B e l lo ,  t h a t  means i n  I t a l i a n  th e  b e a u t i f u l  
and a l l  German dogs a re  a l s o  c a l le d  b e l lo  b ecau se  i t  means 
b a rk e r  hence we c a l le d  him Mr B ark er B e a u t i f u l  o r  Mr Handsome 
B a rk e r , and I  w ro te  a  funny book and th e  p u b li s h e r  s a id  
"w e ll p eo p le  don’ t  want t h i s ,  p eo p le  don’t  want t h a t "  so i t  
was n ev er p u b lis h e d , I  s t i l l  have i t .
INTERVIEWER T h a t’ s  a  p i t y .  I ’m j u s t  go ing  to  tu r n  over th e  ta p e  now
GENE I  beg you r pardon?
INTERVIEWER I 'm  go ing  to  tu r n  over th e  ta p e  because  we’re  ru n n in g  o u t 
o f tim e on t h i s  s id e .
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INTERVIEWER
GENE
R igh t ta p e  one s id e  tw o. Now a d i f f e r e n t  to p ic  a l to g e th e r ,  
have you g o t any ad v ice  fo r  someone g e t t in g  m arried ?
A dvice?
INTERVIEWER Yes o r a r e c ip e  f o r  a happy m a rria g e .
GENE I t  i s  w e ll ,  I  f e e l  t h a t  m arriag e  i s  a  v e r^ ^ r iv a te  m a tte r ,  
and m arriag e  cannot sim ply  be d e f in e d  a s  l i v i n g  to g e th e r ,  
i t  i s  som ething more th a n  t h a t .  You have to  c o n s id e r  f i r s t  
p h y s ic a l  th in g s  and second, th e  e d u c a t io n a l ,  and 
t h i r d  th e  background; when I  mean p h y s ic a l  i t  i s  p ro b a b ly  
fo r  somebody who comes from a f a r  away co u n try  -  d i f f e r e n t  
a s  i t  u sed  to  be in  England f o r  in s ta n c e :  I  welcome v e ry  
much -  m arriag e  o f  th e  P r in c e  o f W ales w ith  l i t t l e  D ian a , 
th e  re a so n  i s  t h a t  th e re  i s  a  d i f f e r e n c e  o f t h i r t e e n  y e a r s ,  
th e  P r in c e  o f  W ales i s  t h i r t e e n  y e a rs  o ld e r ,  t h a t  means 
a p a r t  from th e  p h y s ic a l  a t t r a c t i o n  b ecause  she i s  a  v e ry  
b e a u t i f u l  g i r l ,  and a p a r t  from th e  p h y s ic a l  a t t r a c t i o n  
because  he i s  q u i te  a  handsome man th e  p o s i t io n  was t h a t  he 
knew a l l  abou t i t ,  she knew p ro b ab ly  n o th in g  ab o u t i t ,  and 
t h i s  i s  a  v e ry  good com b in a tio n , even i f  she knew som eth ing  
abou t i t ,  w e l l ,  he was so much o ld e r  he cou ld  e x e r c i s e ,  n o t 
on ly  a  f r i e n d l y , b u t a l s o  in  some way -  a  p a r e n t a l  a t t i t u d e , 
i t ' s  d i f f i c u l t  to  u n d e rs ta n d  t h i s  s o r t  o f  b u s in e s s  f o r  p eo p le  
who m arry  in  a  sch o o l a r  a  c o lle g e  o f th e  same age b ecau se  
th e y  o n ly  see  th e  p h y s ic a l  p a r t  o f i t ,  b u t you see  i n  t h i s  
case  th e re  i s  a n o th e r  p a r t  and t h i s  i s  th e  bond betw een  a  
younger p e rso n  who seek s  to  a t ta c h  h e r s e l f  to  an  o ld e r  p e rso n  
becau se  t h a t  man h as  g o t l i f e  a lre a d y  t r i e d  o u t ,  and th e  t h i r d  
th in g  i s  background , now I  am h a rk in g  back  a g a in  to  t h i s  
m arriag e  because  i t  i s  n o th in g  p e rs o n a l i n  i t  and you can see  
what I  mean by background; Lady D iana was b ro u g h t up in  th e  
neighbourhood o f th e  c o u r t ,  h e r  f a th e r  was a  c o u r t  o f f i c i a l  
th e re  was n o th in g  new f o r  h e r  in  r o y a l ty ,  she d o e s n 't  need 
to  show o f f  th a t  she i s  j u s t  a s  good a s  th e  o th e r s  f o r  th e  
v ery  s im p le  re a so n  -  she was a s  good a s  th e  o th e r s .  She comes
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from an o ld  fam ily  and you see th a t  she h as  th e  t i t l e  o f 
a Lady o n ly , t h i s  i s  on ly  due to  th e  E n g lish  custom , on 
th e  c o n tin e n t  f o r  in s ta n c e  she would have been b o rn  a s  a 
C oun tess  so and so , so you see i t  i s  t h i s .  A nother th in g  
i s ,  th e re  i s  no q u e s tio n  o f d i f f i c u l t y  o f r e l i g i o n ,  you see 
P r in c e  C h a r le s  w anted, o r a t  l e a s t  th e  fam ily  w anted, o r 
th e  s t a t e  w anted to  m arry him w ith  A s t r id  who i s  a Roman 
C a th o l ic ,  now she d i d n 't  want to  change h e r  f a i t h ,  she 
d i d n 't  em ulate  th e  f re n c h  k in g  who s a id  " P a r is  i s  w orth  a 
Mass" -  he was a  P r o te s ta n t  who became a  C a th o lic  and she 
d i d n 't  want to  become from a C a th o lic  a  P r o te s ta n t ,  so you 
see  t h a t  would have . . .  even i f  she would have done so 
under p r o t e s t  a  v e ry  b ig  hand icap  f o r  th e  f u tu r e .  The 
second th in g  i s  th e y  had no common la n g u ag e , w hereas here 
th e y  have a  common lan g u ag e , th e y  have a  common background , 
and w ith  re g a rd  to  e d u c a tio n , w e ll th e y  a re  more o r  l e s s  on 
a  s im i la r  l e v e l  and t h i s  i s  a  v e ry  im p o rta n t p o in t ,  because  
sex  i s  one o f  th e  most im p o rta n t th in g s  i n  l i f e  b u t i t  
d o e s n 't  l a s t  f o r  e v e r ,  th e re  a re  o th e r  th in g s  to  fo llo w  
and f o r  a  p a i r  to  s t i c k  to g e th e r  a t  a  l a t e r  s ta g e  t h i s  i s  
most im p o r ta n t .
INTERVIEWER Can you g iv e  in s ta n c e s  o f  your own m arriag e?
GENE I n te r e s te d ?
INTERVIEWER In s ta n c e s  o r  exam ples from your own m a rriag e  b ecau se  th e r e  
i s  o b v io u s ly  an  age d i f f e r e n c e  betw een y o u r s e lf  and your 
w ife  i s n ' t  th e r e .
GENE Yes we have a l s o  a  v e ry  g r e a t  d i f f e r e n c e  in  age b ecau se  
o f th e se  v e ry  re a s o n s  I  enum era te , you see  we have a ls o  
n a t u r a l l y  th e  same s o r t  o f  background, b o th  o f ou r p a r e n ts  
were c i v i l  s e r v a n ts ,  we b o th  were u n iv e r s i ty  g ra d u a te s  
d o c to rs  o f  p h ilo so p h y , we b o th  grew up d u rin g  th e  war and 
so we h a te d  th e  f ig h t in g  and saw what happened a f t e r  th e  w ar, 
and th e r e f o r e ,  we s t i l l  s t i c k  to g e th e r
2 3
INTERVIEWER You would s t i l l  adv o ca te  peop le  g e t t in g  m arried  a s  opposed 
to  j u s t  l i v in g  to g e th e r?
GENE
INTERVIEWER
GENÎ
To j u s t  l i v i n g  to g e th e r  i s  r e a l l y  an im p o ss ib le  s i t u a t i o n  
why do I  say  t h i s ?  when peop le  a re  young and th e  sex 
m a tte r s  most i t ' s  q u i te  a l l r i g h t ,  b u t when you g e t o ld e r  
you want to  have s e c u r i t y ,  now in  t h i s  case  n e i th e r  th e  man 
no r th e  woman h as  s e c u r i t y ,  th e  man lo s e s  somebody who lo o k s  
a f t e r  him because  men cannot lo o k  a f t e r  th em se lv es  i t  i s  a 
f a c t ;  and th e  woman lo s e s  th e  m a in stay  when th is ,  lo o s e  
f r ie n d s h ip  b re a k s  up f o r  one re a so n  o r  a n o th e r .  I t  i s  n o t 
f o r  any p o l i t i c a l ,  r e l i g i o u s  o r  any o th e r  view s th a t  I  d o n 't  
th in k  i t  i s  s a t i s f a c t o r y ,  I  th in k  i t  i s  n o t s a t i s f a c t o r y  
from th e  common p o in t  o f  view o f  s t a b i l i t y .
S t a b i l i t y .  Would you th e n  b e l ie v e  in  th e  ex tended  fam ily ?
To have fam ily ?
INTERVIEWER
GENE
INTERV HEWER
GENE
Would you b e l ie v e  in  th e  ex tended  fa m ily  
Extended fa m ily , what do you mean?
W ell t h a t  c h i ld r e n  d o n 't  j u s t  l i v e  w ith  p a r e n t s ,  b u t w ith  
g ra n d p a re n ts  and u n c le s  and a u n ts  in  c lo s e  p ro x im ity .
W ell, you see  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  h av in g  a  fa m ily  and n o t h av in g  
a  fa m ily  depends on th r e e  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s :  f i r s t  i t  depends 
q u i te  v u lg a r ly  on cash , no need to  be m a rr ie d , some women 
have c h i ld r e n  b ecau se  th e y  l i k e  c h i ld r e n ,  th e y  d o n 't  w ant 
even to  m arry th e  man, th e y 'v e  g o t enough money to  c a r r y  on, 
so t h i s  i s  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  th e  money. The second th in g  i s  
t h a t  some p eo p le  d o n 't  want to  l i m i t  t h e i r  freedom  , c h i ld r e n  
a re  a di’awbaclc l i k e  a .d o g , y o u a n ' t  go ab road  w h ile  th e  c h i ld  
i s  h e re ,  b u t you do you can  p u t th e  dog in to  a  k e n n e l ,  you 
can t  p u t th e  c h i ld  in to  a k e n n e l, u n le s s  you have g ra n d p a re n ts  
th e n  you can do t h a t ,  and th e  t h i r d  i s  t h a t  p eo p le  d o n 't  l i k e
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to  have c h i ld r e n ,  so th e y  don’ t  have any c h i ld re n ,  
c o n tra ry  to  t h i s ,  th e re  a re  many peop le  who lo v e  c h i ld r e n ,  
no t on ly  t h e i r  own -  th e y  lo v e  c h i ld re n  so th e y  adop t a 
whole s e t  o f c h i ld r e n  -  s ix ,  seven and th e y  a re  v e ry  happy 
w ith  them, w e ll i t ’ s  a q u e s tio n  o f say in g  "good lu c k  to  them" 
th e  o th e r  q u e s tio n  i s  w hether you want to  do i t .
’MY JOB’
INTERVIEWER Y es. Can you o u t l in e .  G ene what your job  in v o lv ed
when you were in  a c tu a l  f a c t  w orking?
GENE What I  was doing? W ell I  was s e n io r  l e c t u r e r  a t  one o f  th e
c o l le g e s  o f  p o ly te c h n ic ,  and I  was te a c h in g  e l e c t r i c a l  
e n g in e e r in g  on , s h a l l  we say , on a  more s c i e n t i f i c  l e v e l ,  
n o t how to  connect l i t t l e  b i t s  o f  w ire s ,  b u t why th in g s  a re  
w orking and why th in g s  move. I  l i k e  t h i s  b u s in e s s  b ecause  
I  l i k e  to  g iv e  younger p eo p le  som ething to  th in k  o f ,  more 
o r l e s s  to  hand down th e  c u l tu r e  which I  i n h e r i t e d ,  so th e y  
can s t a r t  t h e r e .  You s e e ,  c u l tu r e  i n  a  modern sen se  h a s  
g o t two a s p e c ts ,  th e  one i s  th e  p h y s ic a l ,  t e c h n ic a l ,  s c i e n t ­
i f i c  and th e  o th e r  i s  th e  w orld  o f  th e  p o e t ic  and so f o r t h ,  
i t  i s  v e ry  seldom th a t  peo p le  have m aste red  b o th  a s p e c t s ,  
th e  i n t e r e s t i n g  p a r t  i s  t h a t  I  have seen  many e n g in e e rs  who 
have been  d a b b lin g  i n  r e l i g i o n  o r  in  p o e try  and so f o r t h ,
I  n ev e r saw a  B.A. g ra d u a te  d ab b lin g  in to  s c ie n c e ,  and 
th e r e f o r e ,  I  f e l t  t h a t  p eo p le  sho u ld  do t h i s  b ecause  th e  
grow th o f  s c ie n c e  i s  o n ly  p o s s ib le  i f  th e  p e o p le , when th e y  
s t a r t  s tu d y in g , s t a r t  on a  h ig h e r  l e v e l .  When you s t a r t  on 
th e  l e v e l  w hich was f iv e  hundred y e a rs  ago in  m aths, you can 
nev er re a c h  i n  sc h o o l, th e  l e v e l  you have to d a y , and th e r e f o r e ,  
a s  th e  s tu d ie s  go ahead in  l i f e ,  s tu d ie s  become more and more 
d i f f i c u l t ,  s c ie n c e  and a l l  t h a t  becomes more and more e x c lu s ­
iv e ,  peo p le  don’t  l i k e  i t ,  b u t i t  i s  l i k e  t h a t ,  and t h i s  i s  
a l s o  th e  re a so n  why i t  i s  n e c e ssa ry  fo r  th e  s t a t e  to  f o s t e r  
s tu d ie s  and to  f o s t e r  good s c h o o ls .  I f  you have been  to  a 
bad sch o o l you can n ev er re a c h  any h e ig h ts  w hether you go 
to  O xford, Cambridge o r  London, what you re a c h  l a t e r  depends 
on what you have le a rn e d  b e fo re .
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INTERVIEWER I  s e e .  Have you ev e r in  a c tu a l  f a c t  ta u g h t lan g u ag es  
a t  th e  c o l le g e .
GENE I  beg your pardon?
INTERVIEWER
GENE
Did you e v e r te a c h  lan g u ag es in  c o lle g e ?
No I  d id n ’t  te a c h  lan g u ag es  r e a l l y ,  o n ly  in  one p u b lic  
sch o o l f o r  a  very  s h o r t  tim e , a c tu a l ly  i t  was ’A’ l e v e l  
f r e n c h , th e y  w anted r e a l l y  a  c o n v e rsa tio n  o f  th e  p u p i l s  
f o r  a week, so t h a t  when i t  somes to  th e  ’A’ l e v e l  exams 
th e y  sh o u ld  be a b le  to  e x p re s s  th em se lv es  f r e e l y ,  th e y  knew 
th e  f re n c h ,  b u t you see to  re a d  a  language  and to  speak  
a  language  a re  two d i f f e r e n t  th in g s .
INTERVIEWER Yes I  know, y e s .
GENE And um . . .  I  . .  and t h i s  was r e a l l y  an  eye opener to  me to  
see  how a  p u b lic  sch o o l w orks, and I  found t h a t  th e y  had a  
v e ry  h ig h  l e v e l  and c o n tra ry  to  s t a t e  s c h o o ls ,  when I  went 
t h e r e ,  th e  b o ss  o f  th e  d ep artm en t, he was a  c o lo n e l ,  and 
he spoke v e ry  v e ry  good f re n c h , so I  th o u g h t w e l l ,  how i s  
t h a t ,  and he s a id  he was l i a s o n  o f f i c e r  w ith  th e  f re n c h  
f o r c e s  d u r in g  th e  war and so I  asked  himVwell w here i s  
your f re n c h  m a ste r  now" and he s a id  "w e ll we have ta k e n  on 
a  young O xford g ra d u a te  and we have s e n t him f o r  a  y e a r  to  
F rance  on our own expense so t h a t  he sh o u ld  g e t th e r e  th e  
p ro p e r  f lu e n c y  a f t e r  he had g rad u a ted  i n  f re n c h "  so you see  
t h i s  i s  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  and t h i s  i s  what y o u ’ve g o t to  pay 
when you go to  p u b lic  s c h o o l.
TOPICS IN THE NEWS
INTERVIEWER R e v e r tin g  back  to  to p ic s  in  th e  news, g o ing  back  to  to p i c s  
i n  th e  news, how in t e r e s t e d  a re  you in  to p i c s  in  th e  news 
would you say  you a re v e ry  in te r e s te d ?
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CENE I  am very  i n t e r e s t e d ,  you see I  have seen  two w ars, w e ll 
f o r  me th e se  w ars were r e a l l y  c i v i l  w ars , so I  term ed them 
th e  f i r s t  and th e  second c i v i l  w ar.
INTERVIEWER How o ld  were you a t  th e  f i r s t  w orld  war?
GENE
INTERVIEWER
The f i r s t  w orld  war i s  th e  f i r s t  c i v i l  war in  Europe
and th e  second w orld  war i s  th e  second c i v i l  war in  Europe
Yes b u t how. . you a re  now what? 7 6  a r e n ’t  you? so 
how o ld  were you a t  w orld  war one?
GENE Now I  am lo o k in g  fo rw ard  to  th e  t h i r d  c i v i l  war and so 
th e r e f o r e ,  .  .
INTERVIEWER You p r e d ic t  a n o th e r  one do you?
GENE
INTERVIEWER
GENE
Somehow, I  don ’t  hope, b u t i t  i s  e a s i l y  p o s s ib le ,  so I  am 
v e ry  i n t e r e s t e d  in  th e  fo r e ig n  news and to  see  how th e  
p o l i t i c i a n s  in  a l l  th e  c o u n t r ie s  o f  c o u rse , in c lu d in g  
E ngland, th in k  abou t th e se  m a tte r s  and a l l  I  can  s a y , th e y  
have le a rn e d  n o th in g , i t  i s  j u s t  th e  same peo p le  a s  i t  was, 
r i g h t ,  l e f t ,  to p  and bo ttom , and th e y  make th e  same m is ta k e s  
a s  i t  was done b e fo re ,  and th e r e f o r e ,  we a re  v e ry  l i k e l y  to  a  
f a l l  i n  th e  same p i t  a s  b e fo re .
How in fo rm ed  would you say  you a re  abou t to p ic s  i n  th e  news?
Form?
INTERVIEWER How inform ed?
GENE How in fo rm ed  am I?  W ell, you see  I  t r a v e l  q u i te  a  l o t  so 
in  E ngland I  g e t a f a i r l y  good c o n s e rv a tiv e  p ap er w hich i s  
th e  D a ily  T e leg rap h , and I  was j u s t  in  Germany, so I  had 
a  s im i la r  type  o f p ap e r th e r e .  In  th e  summer g e n e r a l ly  we 
a re  in  F ran ce  and I  g e t th e  p a p e rs  th e r e .  A part from  th e  
f a c t s ,  f o r  in s ta n c e  l a s t  y e a r ,  b e fo re  l a s t  y e a r  I  h e a rd
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P re s id e n t M itte ran d  speak ing  and a ls o  one o f h i s  p re s e n t 
M in is te r s  whoi was u n d e r. . w e ll ,  Chairman o f h i s  p a r ty  in  
M a r s e i l le s ,  so I  am f a i r l y  w e ll inform ed o f what a l l  th e se  
peop le  do, and, o f c o u rse , when I  read  a paper l i k e  fo r  
in s ta n c e  th e  D a ily  T eleg rap h  which j u s t  b r in g s  th e  news 
w ith o u t any comment th e n  o f cou rse  you can form your own 
um . . id e a s  and i f  you a re  i n t e l l i g e n t  enough you can 
re a d  betw een th e  l i n e s ,  and I  th in k  t h a t  th e  B r i t i s h  governm ent, 
th e  R u ss ian  government a l ln a k e  th e  same m is ta k e s  which th e y  
d id  b e fo re  th e  w ar.
INTERVIEWER Which i s ?  o r  which a re  r a th e r  s o r ry .
GENE Which i s  a v e ry  sim ple  m a tte r ,  h e re  th e y  don’t  want to  arm, 
th e y  a re  a g a in s t  armaments you s e e , th e y  want to  d isarm  
u n i l a t e r a l l y ,  w e ll  I ,  b e in g  h e re  and have seen  th e  th in g ,  
when C ham berlain  came back  peace in  o u t tim e s , C ham berlain  
and a l l  th e  le f t - w in g  p a r t i e s  say in g  "we don’t  want to  wage 
w ar, o f co u rse  n o t ,  we have th e  whole em pire why sho u ld  we 
wage a  w ar" , b u t i t  d id n ’ t  mean th a t  th e  o th e r  p a r t i e s  
d id n ’ t  wage war b ecause  th e y  had n o th in g , a t  l e a s t  th e y  
s a id  so , b u t th e y  had one th in g  and t h i s  was th e  m i l i t a r y  
pow er, and we a re  now e x a c tin g  th e  same th in g ,  we don’t  
p u t up a l l  ou r d e fe n c e s  b ecau se  i t  c o s ts  to o  much money, 
th e  o p p o s it io n  s a id .  .  encou rag es  t h i s  and say s"  th e  R u ss ia n s  
don’ t  want w ar" , w e ll  t h a t ’s  i t ,  now I  am j u s t  a sk in g  one 
q u e s tio n : wouH have th e  A m ericans dropped th e  atom bomb on 
th e  J a p s  i f  th e  J a p s  would have had th e  atom bomb, and t h i s  
i s  th e  th in g  to d a y , th e  R u ss ian s  w i l l  g la d ly  drop  an  atom 
bomb on anybody l i k e  th e y  d id  in  th e  A fg h a n is ta n  s im i la r l y  
germ w a rfa re  and a l l  t h a t ,  which th e y  don’ t  d a re  to  do h e re  
b ecause  th e r e  i s  some r e t a l i a t i o n  and t h i s  i s  th e  whole th in g .  
H arking  back  a g a in  to  my l a t i n  I  can a lw ays say  two th o u san d  
y e a rs  ago th e r e  was a  sa y in g  ’ s ic  v i s  parchem p a r  velum ’
I f  you want peace th e n  p re p a re  f o r  w ar, and t h i s  i s  t r u e  
to d ay  a s  i t  was two th ousand  y e a rs  ago .
INTERVIEWER Thanks very  much th en  Gene.
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’POLAND’
INTERVIEWER
T R A N S C R I P T  9
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  James
James I ’d l i k e  to  ask  you abou t your o p in io n  about th e  
s i t u a t i o n  in  P o lan d ,
JAMES What a s p e c t o f  th e  s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland? -  I ’m n o t go ing  to  
p la y  any b a l l  games b u t . . I  suppose th e  t r u t h  o f  th e  
m a tte r  i s  I  . . .
INTERVIEWER The P o l i t i c a l  s i t u a t i o n  which i s  b e in g  w id e ly  re p o r te d  in  
th e  w e s te rn  p r e s s .
JAMES I ’ve on ly  fo llo w ed  th e  s i t u a t i o n  in  P o land  th ro u g h  re a d in g  
new spaper r e p o r t s  o f  th e  s i t u a t i o n ,  you know s o r t  o f  day to  
day b a s i s  and I  must adm it t h a t  I  don’ t  r e a l l y  f u l l y  u n d e r­
s ta n d  o r a p p re c ia te  what i s  going  on a t  th e  p re s e n t  tim e , 
so I  suppose I ’ve o n ly  g o t a  v e ry  sc a n ty  knowledge o f th e  
h i s to r y  o f  P o lan d , th e  developem en t, th e  s o c ia l  u n re s t  i n  
th e  e a r ly  6 0 ’ s ,  th e  l a t e  1 9 5 0 ’ s ,  um . .  v a r io u s  s o r t  o f 
s t r i k e s  t h a t  ensued  a f t e r  th e  l a t e  6 0 ’ s  e a r ly  7 0 *s ,  s tu d e n t  
u n r e s t ,  t r a d e  u n io n s  e t c . ,  on ly  r e a l l y  what h as  been  w r i t t e n  
in  th e  G uard ian  and The Tim es, I ’ve n o t a c tu a l ly  s tu d ie d  i t  
a s  such . I ’ve n ev e r a c t u a l l y  v i s i t e d  th e  c o u n try  so i t ’ s  a  
l i t t l e  b i t  removed from me, b u t how I  see  th e  s i t u a t i o n  a t  
th e  p re s e n t  tim e I  suppose um . . one t h a t ’ s  f a i r l y  te n s e  
w ith  v io le n t  um • .  and o th e r  s tu d e n ts  um • . s t a g in g  a 
s i t - i n  a t  th e  v io le n t  c o l le g e  to  such an e x te n t  t h a t  th e y  
had to  be removed by th e  m i l i t a r y  p o l ic e  o r som eth ing  l i k e  
t h i s .
INTERVIEWER No I  th in k  t h e r e ’ s a s l i g h t  m istak e  th e r e ,  th e y  w ere removed 
by m i l i t i a ,  who i n  P o land  a re  j u s t  a  c i v i l  p o l i c e .
JAMES W ell m i l i t i a ,  w e ll y e s  i t  d o esn ’ t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  m a tte r  b u t 
I  knew th a t  th e y  were removed and um . .  a p a r t  from  t h a t  
I  j u s t ,  o a l l  I ’ve h e a rd  i s  t h a t  th e re  h a s  been c r i e s  f o r  
food and peop le  queu ing  fo r  b read  e t c . ,  e t c . ,  women h av ing  
to  le a v e  t h e i r  jo b s  in  o rd e r  to  go and g e t s u p p l ie s  f o r  th e
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fa m ily , so in  a c tu a l  f a c t  I  do f in d  th e  s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland 
removed from my own s t a t e  o f a f f a i r s ,  because  I  h aven ’ t  
been  to  th e  c o u n try  I  don’t  r e a l l y  a p p re c ia te  what i s  
go ing  on a t  a l l .
I  s e e .  To move on to  th e  n ex t q u e s tio n , what i s  your 
o p in io n  co n ce rn in g  v io le n c e  on te le v i s io n ?  t h a t ’ s v io le n c e  
in  b o th  docum entary aid news programmes and f e a tu r e s  um . . 
p la y s ,  f i lm ,  e t c . .
A c tu a lly  y o u ’r e  go ing  to  r i p  th ro u g h t t h i s  in te rv ie w  f a i r l y  
q u ic k ly  i f  you don’ t  pad i t  o u t a l i t t l e  b i t  more, because  
I  th in k ,  w ith  th e  P o l is h  s i t u a t i o n ,  I  c e r t a in l y  went on to  
d is c u s s  th e  P o l is h  Pope and v a r io u s  r e l i g i o u s  a s p e c t s .
Y es. I  um . . I  sh o u ld  have p e rh ap s  padded o u t t h a t  a  b i t  
more.
JAMES W ell i t  d o e sn ’t  m a tte r  b u t we’l l  be th ro u g h  i t  i n  abo u t 
f i f t e e n  m in u te s , do you see  what I  mean? you have to  ta k e  
i t  a l i t t l e  b i t  more s lo w ly  I  th in k ,  w hich i s  a  d ig r e s s io n  
I  know. V io lence on t e l e v i s i o n  um .  .  I  suppose m o s t  p eo p le  
f e e l  t h a t  v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  programmes must be a c o n t r ­
ib u to ry  f a c t o r  to  v io le n c e  in  th e  home and v io le n c e  on th e  
s t r e e t .
INTERVIEWER
JAMES
Why do you f e e l  th i s ?
But I  d id n ’t  say  t h i s .  .  You a re  a sk in g  a n o th e r  q u e s t io n  
w hich i s  n o t th e  o b je c t  o f  th e  in te rv ie w , y o u ’ve g o t to  say  
"y es"  and I ’ve g o t to  go on .
INTERVIEWER E ig h t YES.
JAMES I  th in k  t h e r e ’ s  to o  many in t e r v e n t io n s  Jen  , you seeo
INTERVIEWER In f a c t  t h a t ’ s  th e  f i r s t  tim e I ’ve in te r v e n e d
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JAMES No i t ’ s  th e  second one -  abou t th e  m i l i t a r y  p o l ic e ,  because  
th e  a c tu a l  c o n te n t o f w’la t  somebody i s  sa y in g , th e  accu racy  
o f i t  d o esn ’ t  m a tte r .
INTERVIEWER O.K. w e ll ,  l e t ’ s co n tin u e  w ith  . .
JAMES
INTERVIEWER
JAMES
INTERVIEWER
W ell I ’ve j u s t  s a id  "p eop le  would say  th a t  v io le n c e  in  
t e l e v i s i o n  programmes must be a  c o n tr ib u to ry  f a c t o r  to  
v io le n c e  w ith in  f a m i l ie s  o r vandalism  e t c . ,  o r i s  l i k e l y  
to  b e " -  r i g h t ,  and th e n  you s t a r t e d  to  say  . . b u t t h a t  
i s  n o t n e c e s s a r i ly  my o p in io n .
W ell what i s  your o p in io n ?
But I  th in k  you ’ve g o t to  l e t  me expound more b e fo re  you 
i n t e r r u p t ,  because  a t  th e  moment we a re  h o ld in g  a  norm al 
c o n v e rs a tio n  where I  m ight say  two se n te n c e s  and th e n  you 
say  a t  l e a s t  a  hundred , and I  n ev e r r e a l l y  f i n i s h  what I ’m 
say in g  because  I ’m th in k in g  and I ’ve found w ith  d o ing  th e  
in te rv ie w s  t h a t  y o u ’ve g o t to  g iv e  p eo p le  tim e to  m a r t ia l  
t h e i r  own id e a s  to g e th e r  o b v io u s ly  to  answ er th e  q u e s t io n .
A ll  r i g h t  go on.
JAMES F or example you know when I  in te rv ie w e d  Ben he was
v e ry  slow . V io lence on t e l e v i s i o n  th e n . W ell I  don ’ t  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  w atch v io le n t  programmes i f  you l i k e ;  i f  y o u ’r e  
ta lk in g  abou t such programmes a s  th e  P r o f e s s io n a ls  o r  K ojak 
o r  S ta rs k y  & H utch , um .  . I  don’t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  w atch  th e s e  
s o r t  o f  programmes w hich a re  q u i te  v io le n t  in  th e m se lv e s , 
where v e ry  v io le n t  a c t s  a re  commited among th e  p o l i c e  and 
c r im in a ls  e t c . ,  e t c . ,  b u t I  f in d  th e  v io le n c e  i n  th e s e  p ro ­
grammes a  l i t t l e  b i t  f a l s e  in  so f a r  a s  i t ’ s  n o t p a r t i c u l a r l y  
r e a l ,  um . .  I  would say  th a t  th e  v io le n c e  t h a t  i s  shown on 
th e  t e l e v i s i o n  in  th e  n e w sre e ls  a t  th e  tim e th e  r i o t s  were 
on in  London in  S trea th am , B rix to n  a r e a ,  and th e  T o x tie th  
a re a  in  L iv e rp o o l -  I  found th o se  much more h o r r i f i c ,  where 
th e  p o l ic e  w ere a c tu a l ly  b e in g  harangued  and s to n e s  were 
b e in g  throw n um « . I  found th a t  p r e t t y  aw ful p ro b a b ly  because
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Um . . th e  v i o l e n c e  w a s  p r e t t y  n e a r  t o  where I  l i v e ,  o n l y  
about th re e  m ile s  down th e  road  in  th e  case  o f B r ix to n , 
so um . . in  a c tu a l  f a c t  I  d o n 't  th in k  th a t  um . - th e  
v io le n t  a c t s  i f  you l i k e ,  o r th e  v io le n c e  a s  p o r tra y e d  
in  t e l e v i s i o n  programmes such a s  th e  P r o f e s s io n a ls  o r 
K ojak would have much e f f e c t  on c h i ld r e n  a s  such , o r  i s  
n o t p a r t i c u l a r l y  a  c o n tr ib u to ry  f a c t o r  to  vandalism  o r 
v io le n c e  to d a y  -  v io le n c e  in  s o c ie ty .  I  th in k  i t ' s  J u s t  
bought more to  our n o t ic e  th a n  what i t  was b e fo re  th e  adven t 
o f  t e l e v i s i o n  and I  d o n 't  p a r t i c u l a r l y  know o f any r e s e a rc h  
t h a t  would s u b s t a n t i a te  th e  argum ent t h a t  v io le n c e  a s  shown 
on th e  m edia such a s  t e l e v i s i o n ,  um . .  c o n t r ib u te s  to  
v io le n c e  in  s o c ie ty .
INTERVIEWER So y o u 'r e  say in g  th a t  th e  v io le n c e  was r e a l l y  th e r e  anyway 
and t e l e v i s i o n  h as  drawn our a t t e n t i o n  to  i t ?
JAMES Yes I  th in k  th a t  p eo p le  a re  in h e re n t ly  v io l e n t ,  o r i n a t e l y  
v io le n t  i f  you l i k e  and t h a t  i t  i s  o n ly  by th e  way th e y  go 
um . . conduct th em se lv es  th ro u g h  t h e i r  l i f e  shows o r  w e ll  
w hether t h e i r  v io le n c e  comes o u t o r  w hether i n  a c tu a l  f a c t  
i t  i s  r e p re s s e d .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e , so you would h o ld  t h a t  um . . t e l e v i s i o n  shows w hich 
show v io le n c e  in  f a c t  a re  more t r u e  to  l i f e  th a n  th e  o ld e r  
ty p e  o f  t e l e v i s i o n  show w ith  v io le n c e  when b lo o d sh ed  w ere 
d e l ib e r a t e ly  e x c lu d ed .
JAMES W ell I  d o n 't  th in k  v io le n c e  and b lo o d s h e d 's  been  d e l ib e r a t e ly  
e x c lu d ed , i t ' s  alw ays been  im p lie d  b u t p e rh ap s  you h a v e n 't  
seen  so  much o f  th e  b loodshed  b e fo re ,  y o u 'v e  seen  a  man 
s ta lk in g  a  woman a lo n g  a  s t r e e t  in  such  f i lm s  a s  J a c k  The 
R ip p e r, th e  e a r ly  s o r t  o f  f i lm  on Ja c k  th e  R ip p e r , y o u 'v e  
h ea rd  a  few s h o u ts  and th e n  p e rh ap s  a p p re c ia te d  t h a t  th e  
woman h a s  been  s t r a n g le d  o r h i t  on th e  head b u t you h a v e n 't  
a c tu a l ly  seen  a v io le n t  a c t ,  b u t i t ' s  been  im p lie d , i t ' s  been  
th e re  j u s t  th e  same.
INTERVIEWER I  SEE. What abou t b o x in g , k a r a te  and s p o r ts  l i k e  t h a t ,  
f e n c in g , do you see  th o se  a s  f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
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JAMES Not p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  um . . I  mean w ith in  th e  sp o r t  o f 
b o x ing , um . . th e  ty p e  o f box ing  v a r ie s  w hether th e  boxer 
i s  a  s o r t  o f w e lte r  w eigh t o r  f e a th e r  w eigh t o r  in  th e  
heavy w eigh t c l a s s  and th e  l i g h t e r  w e ig h ts  e s p e c ia l ly  th e  
A.B.A. fo lk  on ly  s o r t  o f ev e r box in  th re e  ro u n d s, th e y  
te n d  to  be t r y in g  to  p e r f e c t  t h e i r  s k i l l s  a t  box ing , v a r io u s  
te c h n iq u e s  o f  b o x ing , so I  w ouldn’ t  say  t h a t ’ s p a r t i c u l a r l y  
v io l e n t ,  heavy w e ig h ts  a re  go ing  f o r  th e  K .O .’s a l l  th e  tim e 
a s  w e ll a s  u s in g  t h e i r  own te c h n iq u e s  and th e  th in g s  t h a t  
th e y  have become known f o r ,  f o r  exam ple: Henry C o o p e r 's  l e f t  
hook -  i n  th e  days o f Henry C ooper, C a ss iu s  C la y 's  jum ping 
around th e  r in g  -  th e  f a s t e s t  man on two f e e t ,  t h a t  was th e  
gimmick t h a t  went a lo n g  w ith  t h a t ,  I  d o n 't  p a r t i c u l a r l y  see 
box ing  a s  b e in g  v io l e n t .
INTERVIEWER What abou t b o x e rs  l i k e  M arciano who had a  r e p u ta t io n  f o r  
s lu g g in g  peo p le  and j u s t  s ta n d in g  th e re  and b e in g  so th ic k  
l i k e , t h a t  i t  was im p o ss ib le  to  knock him down?
JAMES In  o th e r  words th e  o th e r  fe llo w  becomes a  punch—bag
INTERVIEWER Becomes a  punch-bag o r  . . .
JAMES W ell to  a  c e r t a i n  e x te n t  C a s s iu s  C lay was i n  th e  same s o r t  
o f  c l a s s ,  o r  i s  i t  Mohamed A l i i  a s  he i s  now c a l l e d ,  in  
so f a r  a s  he l i t e r a l l y  s lu g g ed  th e  o th e r  f e l lo w .
INTERVIEWER Yes b u t he had a  d eg ree  o f  s k i l l  -  I  suppose M arciano was 
b e fo re  your tim e , um . . b u t he had a b s o lu te ly  no s k i l l  a t  
a l l  and h i s  t o t a l  a s s e t  was th e  i n a b i l i t y  o f  anybody to  
s e r io u s ly  h u r t  him , th e  f a c t  t h a t  he seemed d e p riv e d  o f  th e  
norm al sen so ry  f e e l in g s  in  fa c e  and o th e r  p a r t s  o f  h i s  body 
he cou ld  abso rb  an enormous amount o f  punishm ent and th e  
r e s u l t  was t h a t  i t  s im ply  became a case  o f M arciano s ta n d ­
in g  th e re  and hammering some poor d e v i l  i n to  th e  c an v a s .
JAMES I  th in k  t h a t  Henry Cooper c e r t a in l y  developed  th e  s k i l l  o f 
g iv in g  p eo p le  q u i te  a  good l e f t  hook w hich was th e  te c h n iq u e  
th a t  won q u i te  a l o t  o f  h i s  f i g h t s  on, b u t I  mean th in g s  l i k e
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w roG lling  I  see a s  much, more v io le n t  in  a c tu a l  f a c t .
T h is  i s  w re s t l in g  a s  you see  i t  on th e  t e l e v i s i o n .
On th e  t e l e v i s i o n ,  I  f in d  w re s t l in g  r a th e r  g ro te sq u e  and
u g ly  to  w atch , b u t a t  th e  same tim e I  a p p re c ia te  th e re  a re  
v a r io u s  te c h n iq u e s  and s k i l l s  and movements in v o lv ed  th a t  in  
a c tu a l  f a c t  um . . th e  v a r io u s  blow s a re  n ev er d e l iv e r e d  
w ith  a  hundred p e r  c en t fo rc e  so in  a c tu a l  f a c t  th e  o th e r  
fe llo w  i s  sp a red  p e rh ap s  a v io le n t  blow .
So you d o n 't  h o ld  to  th e  peo p le  who say  t h a t  p r o f e s s io n a l
w r e s t l in g ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h a t  shown on t e l e v i s i o n  i s  a  p u t
up jo b ?  t  a t  th e  c o n te s ts  a re  r ig g e d  b e fo re  th e y  go i n  th e  
r in g .
JAMES
INTERVIEWER
I  w o u ld n 't  say  th e y  a re  r ig g e d ,  b u t th e y  a re  fo llo w in g  a 
s p e c i f i c  r u l e s  o f what blow s a th e y  can and c a n ' t  d e l i v e r .
Yes w e ll t h i s  i s  t r u e  o f  b o x in g . The argum ent t h a t  i s  o f te n
p u t fo rw ard  abou t p r o f e s s io n a l  w r e s t l in g  i s  t h a t  th e y  a re
i n  f a c t  choreographed  t h a t  th e  f i g h t  i s  r e h e a rs e d ,  even down
to  th e  f i n a l  Im oves becau se  i t  becomes v e ry  o bv ious a t  some
s ta g e s  t h a t .  . . i n  f a c t  i t  som etim es a c t u a l l y  happens t h a t
two f i g h t e r s  w i l l  g e t o u t o f  phase and one f i g h t e r  w i l l  s ta n d
th e re  and w a it f o r  th e  o th e r  one to  do som ething  w hich makes
no sen se  in  t a c t i c a l  te rm s , i t ' s  obv ious t h a t  he can n o t p u t
h i s  n e x t p la y  in to  a c t io n  u n t i l  th e  o th e r  chap h a s  done h i s
th in g  and th a t  s u g g e s ts  t h a t  th e y  have a rra n g e d  th e  sequence 
o f  p la y .
JAMES I  mean I 'v e  c e r t a in l y  seen  um . .  a  w r e s t l in g  m atch where 
one fe llo w  h as  j u s t  been  abou t to  stamp on th e  o th e r  f e l l o w 's  
hand in  a c e r t a in  way, w ith  th e  back  o f h i s  f o o t ,  b u t he h as  
m issed  i t  by a b o u t, a  s o r t  o f  X d eg ree s  and you can see  t h a t  
t h a t ' s  been  on purpose a lm o st to  do t h i s .  The v e ry  a c t  o f  
h i t t i n g  o r  stam ping  on th e  o th e r  p e r s o n 's  hand w ith  your 
fo o t  in  a  c e r t a in  way would p ro b ab ly  mean th a t  i t  would have 
b roken  a l l  th e  bones in  h i s  hand o r som eth ing , so I  th in k
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th ey  a re  obeying  c e r t a in  r u l e s .
INTERVIEWER Do you th in k  th a t  any o f  th e se  s p o r ts  a re  c o n tr ib u to ry  to  
v io le n c e  in  th e  home? I  mean you h av en ’t  m entioned fo r  
in s ta n c e  k a r a te ,  what a re  your view s on th a t?
JAMES W ell p ro b ab ly  k a ra te  comes in to  a  d i f f e r e n t  s o r t  o f  s p o r t ,  
o r Kung Fu where th e re  i s  la s h in g  ou t and k ic k in g  which 
s o r t  o f  came in to  i t s  own when I  was te a c h in g  in  a  sch o o l 
in  London and i t  was an a l l  boys sch o o l t h a t  I  was te a c h in g  
in  a t  th e  tim e , and most o f  th e  boys l i k e  to  t r y  o u t th e se  
s o r t  o f k ic k in g  ou t a c t s  d u rin g  t h e i r  b re a k  tim e s , I  mean 
o b v io u s ly  th e y  g o t th e  id e a  from somewhere and I  th in k  
p o s s ib ly  t h a t  was a  t e l e v i s i o n  programmes w ith  th e se  th in g s  
i n .
INTERVIEWER You’r e  say in g  th a t  t e l e v i s i o n  programmes a c tu a l ly  h e lp  
p o p u la r is e  th in g s  l i k e  k a r a te  and kung fu
JAMES Yes b u t I  w ouldn’t  s o r t  o f um . • th e y ’r e  n o t s o r t  o f  owhat 
I  c a l l  v io le n c e  p e r  s e ,  th e y ’r e  s o r t  o f  v io le n t  a c t s .
INTERVIEWER How do you draw a  d i s t i n c t i o n  th e n , I ’m n o t q u i te  c l e a r  
what you mean by th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een v io le n c e  and 
v io le n t  a c t s .
JAMES W ell a  v io le n t  a c t  l i k e  k ic k in g  o u t a t  somebody in  a  s o r t  
o f  kung fu  ty p e  a c t io n  i s  m o stly  um .  . c a r r i e d  o u t by say  
teen ag e  boys who a re  do ing  i t  to  im p re ss , which I  g a th e r  
th e y  a r e ,  and i s  som ething new, o r s o r t  o f  a  chop a c ro s s  
th e  back  o f  th e  neck e t c . ,  w hereas v io le n c e  I  see  a s  som eth ing  
w hich s o r t  o f d r iv e s  a  p e rso n  to  be um .  .  a g g re s s iv e  a l l  th e  
tim e .
INTERVIEWER You’r e  sa y in g  th a t  v io le n c e  i s  a  case  o f  m o tiv a t io n , t h a t  
a  p e rso n  h as  go t to  be m o tiv a ted  to  a c t u a l l y  h u r t  b e fo re  he 
i s  r e a l l y  b e in g  v io l e n t .
JAMES Yes. y e s .
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INTERVIEWER I  s e e .  Do you th in k  any o f th e se  s p o r ts  c o n tr ib u te  o r 
T.V. o r v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  c o n t r ib u te s  to  v io le n c e  
in  th e  home?
JAMES W ell a p a r t  from s o r t  o f  f r in g e  v io le n c e  which I ' d  s o r t  o f
p u t kung fu  w ith  in  th a t  s o r t  o f c a te g o ry , um . . I  w o u ld n 't
say  t h a t  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  th e y  c o n t r ib u te  v ery  much a t  a l l
because  I  mean box ing  h as  been  go ing  on f o r  a v e ry  lo n g  tim e
now h a s n 't  i t ?  -  a  coup le  o f  c e n tu r ie s  som ething l i k e  t h i s  
may be more
INTERVIEWER G e tt in g  on t h a t  way
JAMES C e r ta in ly  s p o r ts  l i k e  fe n c in g  um . . I  don’ t  know w hether 
t h a t  came from th e  o r ig i n a l  s o r t  o f tournam ent te c h n iq u e s  
i n  th e  m ed iaeval days o f jo u s t in g  w ith  w hatever th e  lo n g  
sp e a r  shaped th in g s
INTERVIEWER No i t  came from d u e l l in g ,  fe n c in g  i s  a  b y -p ro d u c t o f  d u e l l in  
a s  box ing  i s
JAMES Y es. I  see  i t  much m o r e . . .  th e se  s p o r ts  a s  much more a s  
s k i l f u l  a c t s  o f  manoeuvre th a n  v io l e n t .  .  . a c t s  o f
s e l f -d e f e n c e  i f  you l i k e .
INTERVIEWER Y es. um
JAMES W ell I  mean d u e l l in g  you w ouldn’ t  c a l l  an a c t  o f  s e l f - d e f e n c e  
o n ly  i n  so f a r  a s  . .
INTERVIEWER
JAMES
You o b v io u s ly  don ’t  c a r ry  a  sword to d ay  b u t
No b u t I  suppose in  a c tu a l  f a c t  y o u ’d le a r n  swordm anship 
to  p r p te c t  y o u r s e l f ,  i t  was an a c t  o f  s e l f - d e f e n c e  i f  you 
lo o k  a t  i t  i n  th o se  te rm s and c e r t a in l y  i f  you were summoned 
to  a d u e l you would be a l l  o u t to  h i t  th e  o th e r  fe llo w  b e fo re
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he h i t  you and f a t a l l y  wound him.
INTERVIEWER I t  was r e a l l y  an accom plishm ent th a t  was c o n s id e re d  
n e c e ssa ry  f o r  gentlem en a t  one tim e who c a r r i e d  a sword.
JAMES W ell i t  was some o rd e r  o f courage o r g a l l a n t r y  w asn’t  i t ?
INTERVIEWER Um. . y e s  t h a t  and i t  was p a r t l y  th e  id e a  o f  a l l  gentlem en 
shou ld  be read y  to  se rv e  a s  o f f i c e r s  in  th e  K ing’s army, 
s o r t  o f  i t  was p a r t  o f t h e i r  s o c ia l  o b l ig a t io n  to  be t r a in e d  
a t  arms -  fe n c in g  was t h a t ,  um . .
JAMES Yes b u t where th e  a c tu a l  s o r t  o f  jo u s t in g  s o r t  o f o r ig in a te d  
from in  s o r t  o f E liz a b e th a n  tim e s  I  don’t  know.
INTERVIEWER W ell o b v io u s ly  a l l  th o se  th in g s  o r ig in a te d  from m i l i t a r y  
t r a i n in g  um . . one th in g  from th e  jo u s t  th e  w eig h ted , 
f o r g e t  what th e y  c a l l  i t  now I  th in k  i t ’ s  c a l le d  a  mangonel 
have a  w eigh ted  arm w ith  a  tu r n ip  hung one end to  h i t  w ith  
a  sword o r  a  r in g  w hich you would have to  p u t a la rm s th ro u g h  
d id n ’t  d is a p p e a r  from u se  i n  th e  m i l i t a r y  u n t i l  th e  end o f  
th e  l a s t  c e n tu ry , becau se  a s  lo n g  a s  men were armed w ith  
sw ords and la n c e s  i t  was n e c e ss a ry  to  t r a i n  them to  u se  
them e f f e c t i v e l y  and most o f  th e  jo u s t in g  was s im ply  m i l i t a r y  
t r a i n in g  e x e r c is e s  r a th e r  l i k e  now we have th in g s  l i k e  th e  
E dinburgh T a tto o , v e ry  c lo s e ly  r e l a t e d  -  th e  same id e a ,  
o r th e  R oyal Tournament e x a c t ly  th e  same id e a ,  th e  id e a  
t h a t  th e  m i l i t a r y  can t r a i n  i n  p u b lic  and make a  d is p la y  
o f i t .  . . .  Now um . .  .
JAMES But I  mean what I  would l i k e  to  say  i s  t h a t  th e r e  h a s  a lw ays 
been  some s o r t  o f v io le n c e  on th e  m edia and c e r t a in l y  in  
f i lm s  i n  th e  form o f cowboys and in d ia n s  programm es.
INTERVIEWER Yes v io le n c e  h as  alw ays p lay ed  i t s  p a r t  in  f i lm s
JAMES You know th e  bows and arrow s,um  . v e rs u s  th e  p i s t o l s  o r 
w hatever
BALLOONING/SOLAR
ENERGY
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INTERVIEWER Now to  move on to  a n o th e r  s u b je c t  Jam es, b a l lo o n in g ,r e c e n t ly  
somebody c ro s se d  th e  channel in  a b a llo o n  h e a te d  by th e  sun 
a h o t a i r  b a l lo o n  in  w hich th e  h e a t was p ro v id ed  by th e  sun. 
Do you see  b a llo o n in g  a s  a  f u tu r e  form o f t r a n s p o r t ,  do you 
th in k  i t  h a s  a  f u tu r e  a s  t r a n s p o r ta t io n ?
JAMES UM. . . I t  depends on how crowded th e  a i r  um . . a i r  t r a v e l  
becomes in  a c tu a l  f a c t  b ecaus I  th in k  b a llo o n in g  h as  go t 
q u i te  a  f u tu r e ,  I  th in k  i t  was on ly  on Tuesday o r Wednesday 
th a t  th a t  f e l lo w , a n o th e r  fe llo w  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  s o r t  o f flew  
a  b r i l l i a n t  b a l lo o n  q u i te  l o c a l  to  h e re  w asn’t  i t ?  he flew  
on to p ,  a c t u a l l y  s to o d  on th e  to p , sponsored  by somebody 
in  th e  L in c o ln s h ire  s o r t  o f um o . i s  i t  sp in n in g  a r e a  o r 
som ething l i k e  t h i s  in  o rd e r  to  r a i s e  money fo r  
S toke M andev ille  H o s p i ta l ,  so peo p le  a re  s o r t  o f  th in k in g  in  
te rm s o f  b a l lo o n in g  a s  a  l e i s u r e  s p o r t  p e rh ap s  much more th a n  
th e y  u sed  t o .  As a  form o f t r a n s p o r t  in  th e  f u tu r e ,  I  th in k  
i t ’ s  um . . i t  needs much more p r e c i s io n ,  i t  n eed s  to  be much 
more p r e c i s e  th a n  i t  i s  a t  th e  moment, I  mean i t  would be 
no good s o r t  o f  ta k in g  o f f  in  th e  m iddle o f Hyde P a rk  i n  
London in  o rd e r  to  b a l lo o n  up h e re  and to  la n d  i n  a  f i e l d  
n e a r  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty  in  M ilton  Keynes sim ply  b ecau se  
um . . my f l i g h t  i s  n o t o n ly  dependant on um . .  s o la r  en erg y  
e f f e c t in g  th e  s o la r  c e l l s  sewn in to  th e  s k in s  o f  th e  
b a l lo o n s  p resum ab ly , b u t a l s o  on th e  fo r c e s  o f  th e  wind a t  
t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  tim e and th e  c lim a te  and te m p e ra tu re , th e r e  
a re  so many s o r t  o f u n c o n tro l le d  v a r i a b le s ,  so I  th in k  i t ’ s  
go t to  be in v e s t ig a te d  much more f u l l y  th a n  i t  i s  a t  th e  
moment. I  th in k  a t  th e  moment peo p le  view b a l lo o n in g  a s  
much more a s  a  v e ry  n ic e  p a s tim e .
INTERVIEWER S o la r  energy  i s  b e in g  used  much more th a n  e v e r ,  a  ran g e  o f 
energy  re q u ire m e n ts  f o r  in s ta n c e  I  went w ith  you and we went to  
lo o k  a t  some h o u ses  in  M ilto n  Keynes w hich were u s in g  p a s s iv e  
s o la r  h e a t in g  f o r  t h e i r  w a te r su p p ly , do you th in k  t h a t  s o la r  
energy  i s  a  w orthw h ile  l i n e  to  develop  and to  fo llo w ?
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JAMES Not p a r t i c u l a r l y  in  G rea t B r i t a in  sim ply  because we don’ t  
have enough sun and I  don’t  th in k  th a t  i t  can ev e r be 
c o s t e f f e c t i v e ,  urn .  . I  p e r s o n a l ly  w ouldn’ t  want to  
i n s t a l l  any s o la r  h e a t in g  te c h n iq u e s  o r s o la r  h e a t in g  p a n e ls  
in  any house t h a t  I  owned because  I  th in k  th a t  we have to o  
few months o f th e  y e a r ,  when in  a c tu a l  f a c t  we g e t sun anyway,
I  th in k  i t  would be d i f f e r e n t  i f  you were l i v in g  in  Equador 
o r  C a l i f o r n ia  o r somwhere where you g e t lo a d s  o f sun , th e n  
th e  whole th in g  would be d i f f e r e n t ,  I  th in k  a t  th e  moment 
s o la r  energy  p r o je c t s  a re  v e ry  much in  t h e i r  e a r ly  s ta g e s  
um . • i t ’ s j u s t  a  b ig  experim en t to  see i f  i t  can be p e rh ap s  
a supp lem en tary  form o f  h e a t in g  in  houses i n  B r i t a in  i n  case 
c o a l s u p p l ie s  d im in ish , o i l  becomes c a rc e  o r p e rh ap s  to o  
ex p e n s iv e , gas  and e l e c t r i c i t y  p r ic e s  s o r t  o f  so a r  and peo p le  
a re  lo o k in g  f o r  an a l t e r n a t i v e  form o f  h e a t in g  arrangem ent 
in  t h e i r  homes b u t f o r  me I  th in k  th e  i n i t i a l  c o s t o f  i n s t a l l i n g  
s o la r  energy  equipm ent i s ,  i s ,  th e  i n i t i a l  o u t la y  i s  q u i te  
a  la rg e  amount and I  j u s t  don’t  th in k  t h a t  i t  can be c o s t 
• e f f e c t iv e  g iv e n  th a t  we have pe haps th r e e  months i n  th e  y e a r  ' 
say  Ju n e , J u ly  August in  w hich we would g e t av erag e  
o r above average  amount o f  sun , where th e  te m p e ra tu re  i s  a t  
l e a s t  above s ix ty  d e g re e s  F .
INTERVIEWER So you would say  t h a t  s o la r  energy  i s  n o t a  v ia b le  th in g  
in  B r i t a i n .  What abou t th e  b u i ld in g  o f  i t  in to  h o u ses  when 
th e y  a re  b ran d  new um a s  . .
JAMES T h a t’ s som ething d i f f e r e n t ,  y e s  t h a t ’s  som ething  d i f f e r e n t  
I  ve o n ly  c o n s id e re d  i t  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  um .  . an a l t e r a t i o n  
to  an e x i s t in g  p ro p e r ty  t h a t  one owned and th a t  you would have 
s o la r  p a n e ls  b u i l t  in to  t h a t  s t r u c t u r e ,  i f  f o r  example 
I  was h av in g  a  house b u i l t  and I  had th e  ch o ice  o f  h av in g  i t  
so u th  f a c in g  e t c . ,  w ith  s o la r  h e a t in g  p a n e ls  b u i l t  i n to  th e  
s t r u c tu r e  o f  t h a t  h o use , y e s  I  th in k  I  would c o n s id e r  t h a t  a s  
a  supp lem en tary  form o f h e a t in g ,  because  o b v io u s ly  i t  w ouldn’t  
be p u t t in g  me to  any in c o n v en ien ce  to  have th e  a c tu a l  s o r t  o f  
h e a t in g  p a n e ls  in s ta l le d *
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INTERVIEWER What abou t s o la r  energy  fo r  o th e r  u s e s ,  do you see i t  a s  
hav ing  o th e r  u se s  th a n  h e a tin g ?
JAMES W ell a p a r t  from s p o r ts  l i k e  b a l lo o n in g  um . . no I  mean I  
c o u ld n 't  conce ive  f o r  exam ple: t h a t  um . . you co u ld , o r 
s c i e n t i s t s  cou ld  develop  s o la r  energy  c e l l s  which cou ld  be 
p la c e d  in  a  c a r  in s te a d  o f  u s in g  p e t r o l ,  b u t I  mean a t  th e  
moment I  c a n ' t  th in k  t h a t  would ev e r come a b o u t, b u t um .
I  suppose t h a t  i s  p o s s ib le ,
INTERVIEWER Of co u rse  th e r e  i s  a l l  read y  one Jap an ese  m an u fa c tu re r who 
h a s  a  c a l c u la to r  on th e  m arket which i s  powered by l i g h t  
w hich most o f  th e  tim e means d a y l ig h t ,  so what abo u t a p p l ic a ­
t i o n s  i n  t h a t  s o r t  o f  f i e l d  f o r  in s ta n c e  sm a ll r a d io s ,  maybe 
p o r ta b le  T .V . 's  th e se  s o r t  o f  th in g s  do you see  them a s  
hav in g  a  p o s s ib le  m arket in  t h a t  d i r e c t io n ?
JAMES I  th in k  t h a t ' s  p o s s ib le  I  mean i t  depends on how much day­
l i g h t  th e y  r e q u i r e ,  I  mean you c o u ld , i t  c o u ld , t h a t  co u ld  
go down to  ta p e  r e c o rd e r s  and re c o rd  p la y e r s ,  s t e r e o s  and 
even s o r t  o f  sm all f o r  s o r t  o f h e a t in g  a  room, maybe you 
can , one w i l l  be a b le  to  m anufactu re  s o r t  o f  s o la r  en erg y  
c e l l s  which a re  th e  e q u iv a le n t  to  l i g h t  b u lb s  o r  som eth ing  
l i k e  t h a t ,  um . .  .  b u t th e  q u e s tio n  i s  you know how do you 
s to r e  s o la r  energy?
INTERVIEWER Yes w e ll  t h a t ' s  a  v e ry  I  suppose one w ould fe e d  th e  r e s u l t i n g  
e l e c t r i c a l  en erg y  in to  some form s o f s to ra g e  b a t t e r y
JAMES Yes I  th in k  th a t  I ' d  c o n s id e r  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  d r iv in g  
a  sm a ll c a r  l i k e  a  Robin o r som ething l i k e  t h a t  w ith  th r e e  
w heels  on i t ,  I  c a n ' t  see  s o r t  o f  um • . s o la r  energ y  
d r iv in g  an E ty p e  J a g ,  b u t th e n  I 'm  n o t a  s o la r  h e a t in g  
s c i e n t i s t  so I 'm  n o t r e a l l y  v e ry  s k i l l e d  to  t a l k  on th e  
to p ic  a t  a l l .  I  must adm it I  was um . .  v e ry  i n t e r e s t e d  in  
t h a t  s o la r  p r o j e c t ,  o r s o la r  h e a t in g  p r o je c t  up i n  S o la r  
C o u rt.
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INTERVIEWER To move on to  a n o th e r  s u b je c t  -  th e  t h i r d  w orld , how do 
you see th e  developm ent o f th e  so c a l le d  t h i r d  w orld  
c o u n tr ie s  over th e  n ex t few y e a r s ,  say to  th e  end o f th e  
cen tu ry ?
JAMES I  suppose i t  depends on what one means by th e  t h i r d  w o rld , 
t h a t ' s  alw ays th e  f i r s t  q u e s tio n  I  would ask  m y se lf , I  te n d  
t o  th in k  i t ' s  a l l  th o se  c o u n t r ie s  which a re  n o t developed  to  
such a  l e v e l  a s  B r i t a in  o r America o r  o th e r  c o u n tr ie s  which 
a re  v e ry  r e f in e d  and s o p h is t ic a te d  in  th e  way i n  w hich th e y  
l i v e ,  b u t um . . b a s i c a l l y  I  suppose I  would see  th e  
developm ent o f  a n y th in g , o r  th e  developm ent o f  th e  t h i r d  
w orld  c o u n t r ie s ,  th e  developm ent o f  th e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  P o lan d , 
even th e  developm ent o f v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  i f  you l i k e ,  
in  te rm s o f a  d ichotom y, a s  in d eed  I  see  most th in g s  in  te rm s 
o f th e  s t r u g g le  betw een good and e v i l  f o r c e s  i n  th e  w o rld , 
w hich i s  p ro b ab ly  th e  model w hich I  b ase  e v e ry th in g  on, fo r  
exam ple: i f  one r e v e r t s  back  to  P o lan d , I  would see  P o land
a s  a  s t r u g g le  betw een good and e v i l ,  th o se  who w ant to  
govern  th e  c o u n try , th e  in f lu e n c e  o f C a th o lic ism  e tc * ,  
in  f a c t  w e 've  now g o t a  P o l is h  Pope w hich I  would p ro b a b ly  
c a l l  good f o r c e s ,  and e v i l  f o r c e s  which seek  to  p u l l  i t  down 
um . .  .  i t  would be th e  same i f  I  was to  th in k  ab o u t v io le n c e  
on t e l e v i s i o n ,  I  would see  t h a t  a s  betw een good and e v i l  
f o r c e s ,  v io le n t  and n o n -v io le n t  a c t s .  I  see  um .  .  I  d o n 't  
e x a c t ly  see  s o la r  h e a t in g  and b a l lo o n in g  i n  q u i te  th e  same 
way, b ecau se  I th in k  t h a t ' s  a  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  q u e s t io n ,  
b u t w ith  r e s p e c t  to  developm ent o f th e  t h i r d  w o rld , I  would 
see  i t  i n  te rm s a g a in , o f  a  s t ru g g le  betw een good and e v i l  
f o r c e s  o r  pow ers w hich e x i s t  i n  th e  w orld  a s  su ch , f o r  
exam ple: um . « a  good way o f lo o k in g  a t  i t  would b e .  . y e s  
I  see th e  developm ent o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld  p o l i t i c a l l y  and 
eco n o m ica lly , I  see i t  in  a way th a t  I  th in k  r e l i e f  o rg a n is a t io n  
such a s  Oxfam and Tear Fund e t c . ,  Should c o n t r ib u te  c lo th in g  
and food to  under developed  c o u n t r ie s ,  shou ld  send  p eo p le  
o u t to  ed u ca te  th e  p eo p le  in  under developed  c o u n t r i e s ,  
c o n t r ib u te  to  t h e i r  knowledge e t c . ,  show them how to  farm ,
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show them how th ey  c a n  l i v e  in  a  b e t t e r  way, show how th e y  
can av o id  s ta r v a t io n  and te a c h  them b e t t e r  form s o f m ed ical 
tre a tm e n t and a l l  th e  l i k e ,  I  see t h a t  a s  q u i te  a good fo r c e .  
But on th e  o th e r  hand I  th in k  t h a t ' s  v e ry  th r e a te n in g ,  i t  
can be t o t a l l y  and u t t e r l y  e v i l  because  peop le  can be in  
i t  f o r  t h e i r  own ends and fo r  what th e y  can g e t ou t o f i t  
th e y  m ight g e t l i t t l e  s a la r y  w h ile  th e y  a re  doing  i t  b u t th e y 'r (  
g e t t in g  a heck o f a l o t  o f s t a t u s  and th e y  even s o r t  o f  r i p  o f f  
some o f  th e  th in g s  which a re  ta k en  out th e re  anyway um . . and 
even i n  so f a r  a s  y o u 'r e  d e s tro y in g  th e  c u l tu r e  o f f o lk  who a re  
l i v in g  in  t h i r d  w orld  c o u n t r ie s ,  I  mean i t  may n o t be n e c e s ­
s a ry  to  develop  them in  th e  way th a t  we in  th e  w est f e e l  t h a t  
th e y  sh o u ld  be developed  you know.
INTERVIEWER Do you f e e l  t h a t  o rg a n is a t io n s  l i k e  Oxfam, T ear Fund and 
th e  re fu g e e  r e l i e f  o rg a n is a t io n s  te n d  to  c r e a te  dependancy 
among th e  p e o p le , th e y  c r e a te  a  c l a s s  o f  peo p le  who a re  
t o t a l l y  dependant on h an d -o u ts  from th e  r i c h  c o u n t r i e s .
JAMES Yes b u t i f  you th in k  i n  te rm s o f B r i t a in ,  we a re  n o t 
e n t i r e l y  r i c h  a re  we, you s e e , I  mean you know one s id e  
o f  th e  c o in  i t ' s  a  s o r t  o f . .  .
INTERVIEWER W ell even now we have som ething l i k e  te n  tim e s  th e  av e rag e  
income o f  th e  w o rld , so we a re  by no means p o o r, w e 're  up 
among- th e  to p  te n  o r  f i f t e e n  r i c h e s t  c o u n t r ie s  i n  th e  w orld
JAMES W ell I  d o n 't  p a r t i c u l a r l y  th in k  t h a t  p eo p le  i n  t h i r d  w orld  
c o u n t r ie s  th in k  th a t  th e y  a re  s o r t  o f g e t t in g  h a n d -o u ts  from  
p eo p le  i n  th e  w e s t, I  d o n 't  th in k  th e y  p ro b ab ly  view  i t  l i k e  
t h a t  a t  a l l , , t h e y  p ro b ab ly  th in k  th a t  we a re  j u s t  a  lo a d  o f 
i d i o t s ,  I  mean t h a t ' s  one way o f lo o k in g  a t  i t ,  I  th in k  p e rh a p s  
th e y  a p p re c ia te  um . . b e in g  ta u g h t new ways o f fa rm in g , 
new ways o f c a r in g  f o r  th e m se lv es  um. . p re v e n tio n  o f  d is e a s e  
e t c . ,  um . . I  th in k  th ey  can a p p re c ia te  t h a t  b ecau se  o b v io u s ly  
th e y  want to  g e t th e  most o u t o f t h e i r  l i v e s  a s  p o s s i b le ,  b u t 
I  th in k  th e re  cou ld  be a  c e r t a in  amount o f  re se n tm e n t i n  so f a r
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a s  t h a t  WG t r y  to  d e s tro y  t h e i r  c u l tu r e ,  th e  s o c ie ty  in  
which th e y  l i v e  and I  d o n 't  r e a l l y  th in k  th a t  we have go t 
any r i g h t  to  do t h a t ,  I  th in k  what we have g o t to  do i s  
to  make them aware t h a t  th e re  a re  o th e r  ways o f l i v in g  
and o th e r  ways o f do ing  th in g s  and l e t  them judge th e m se lv es  
which i s  b e s t .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e , why I  asked  you th a t  i s  because  r e c e n t ly  some o f 
th e  Oxfam w orkers  in  th e  f i e l d  have a c tu a l ly  been ta lk in g  
abou t th e  p eo p le  who’s c r e a t io n ,  abou t peo p le  who b ecau se  
th e re  a re  no jo b s  f o r  them and no la n d  fo r  them to  farm  
l i v e  i n  a  re fu g e e  camp and a re  t o t a l l y  dependant on what 
ev e r th e  re fu g e e  r e l i e f  o rg a n is a t io n s  can g iv e  them , and 
e v e n tu a l ly  what th e y  a re  a f r a i d  o f i s  t h a t  th e s e  p eo p le  
w i l l  n o t have th e  s k i l l s  o r  even th e  i n i t i a t i v e  to  go o u t 
and do a n y th in g  fo r  th em se lv es  so t h a t  th e y  w i l l  become 
perm anent re fu g e e s ,  perm anent depen d an ts  on h a n d -o u ts  r a t h e r  
th a n  peo p le  who w i l l  be a b le  to  go o u t and develop  t h e i r  
own w o rld , do you th in k  t h a t  we sh o u ld . .  t h a t  th e y  m ight 
p u t more em phasis on g iv in g  peop le  s k i l l s  and g iv in g  them 
to o l s  to  do jo b s  f o r  th em se lv es  r a th e r  th a n  r e l i e f  l i k e  
c lo th e s  and food and m ed ica l ca re?
JAMES W ell I  th in k  t h a t  one shou ld  s o r t  o f  g iv e  them m ed ica l c a r e ,  
b u t ,  I  d o n 't  th in k  t h a t  th e y  shou ld  become dependan t on 
p eo p le  i n  th e  w e s t, I  th in k  th a t  th e y 'v e  g o t to  d evelop
t h e i r  own s k i l l s ,  w hich I  th in k  th e y  a re  q u i t e  c ap a b le  o f
d o in g , I  th in k  th a t  up u n t i l  f a i r l y  r e c e n t ly  no body h a s  
a c tu a l ly  gone o u t and shown them , I  th in k  th e y 'v e  a c t u a l l y  g o t 
to  be shown and I  would see  t h a t  a s  a s o r t  o f  a  good fo rc e  i f  
you l i k e ,  to  go ou t and show them how to  do t h i n g s ,  b u t um . .
b u t I  d o n 't  th in k  o n e 's  go t to  e x e r t  any p re s s u re  on them to
a c tu a l ly  change, um . . I  d o n 't  th in k  th e y 'v e  s o r t  o f  g o t to  
conform to  th e  way t h a t  we go on in  th e  w e s t, t h a t ' s  one 
o p in io n ; on th e  o th e r  hand I  th in k  in  o rd e r  t h a t  th e y  can 
o r s h a l l  p ro sp e r  th e y 'v e  go t to  s o r t  o f  advance .a b i t  more 
th a n  what th e y  do a t  th e  moment um . . b u t w ith in  w hat I 'v e  
s a id  I  do f e e l  t h a t  th e y  do need to  keep t h e i r ,  t h e i i ’ t r i b a l
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a n c e s try  in  some p la c e s  and th e  c u l tu r a l  background l i k e  
we would p a r t i c u l a r l y  n o t l i k e  f o lk  coming over h e re  and 
d e s tro y in g  ou r h e r i ta g e  a t  a l l ,  we w o u ld n 't a p p re c ia te  th a t  
I 'm  s u re ,  so I  d o n 't  th in k  th a t  w e've go t any r i g h t  to  say 
th a t  th e y  h a v e n 't  go t to  l i v e  in  um . . in  s o r t  o f t r i b e s  
o r communes because  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  th e y  a re  q u i te  happy and 
s e l f - s u p p o r t in g ,  I  Ihink th e y 'v e  j u s t  go t to  be shown more 
s k i l l s ,  o r to  develop  t h e i r  own s k i l l s  r a th e r  so t h a t  th ey  
can be much more s u p p o r t iv e .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e , do you th in k  th a t  some o f th e  s k i l l s  t h a t  th e y  shou ld  
develop  and some o f  th e  s t r u c t u r e s  th e y  shou ld  develop  would 
d i f f e r  r a d i c a l l y  from th e  w est l i k e  f o r  in s ta n c e :  th e  
T anzan ians t r a i n  peo p le  a s  m ed ica l o rd e r le y s  w ith  th e se  
l i t t l e  b o o k le ts  o f symptoms to  go o u t and work in  th e  
v i l l a g e s  because  th e y  c a n ' t  a f fo rd  enough d o c to rs ,  do you 
th in k  th a t  s o r t  o f  s k i l l s  t r a n in g  makes more sen se?
JAMES Yes f o r  me th a t  makes much more sen se  a c t u a l l y  th a n  um . «
I  mean I  th in k  h o s p i t a l s  a re  o b v io u s ly  n e c e s sa ry  i n  s o r t  
o f v ery  i s o l a t e d  a r e a s  b u t I  d o n 't  s o r t  o f see  developm ent 
o f th e  t h i r d  w orld  a s  b u i ld in g  s o r t  o f  m assive and v e ry  
ex p en siv e  h o s p i t a l s  in  th e  m iddle o f  nowhere f o r  p eo p le  to  
s o r t  o f  t r a v e l  p ro b ab ly  two hundred o r  th r e e  hundred  m ile s  
t o .  I  th in k  i t ' s  g o t to  be much more on an in d iv id u a l  and p e r ­
so n a l b a s i s  th a n  t h a t ,  and I  th in k  i t ' s  h ig h  tim e th a t  we 
r e a l l y  g o t a lo n g  s id e  p eo p le  i n  under developed  c o u n t r ie s  
and t r i e d  to  u n d e rs ta n d  them and n o t ex p ec t them to  um . . 
alw ays um . . be u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  way t h a t  we l i v e ,  I  th in k  
t h a t  th e y  . .  th e  p eo p le  i n  under developed  c o u n t r ie s  have 
o b v io u s ly  g o t to  become more s e lf -a w a re  o f  what i s  g o in g  on in  
th e  w o rld , b u t I  th in k  i t ' s  a  case  o f  g e t t in g  a lo n g  s id e  o f  -  
a s  opposed to  c o e rc in g .
INTERVIEWER Do you th in k  a t  th e  moment we a re  in v o lv e d  in  c o e rc in g  th e  
t h i r d  w orld?
JAMES I  th in k  t h e r e 's  a c e r t a in  amount o f p re s s u re  p u t on them.
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INTERVIEWER Where do you .th in k  the p ressu re  comes from?
JAMES I'm  . . I 'm  n o t a c tu a l ly  to o  su re  abou t where th e  p re s s u re  
comes from , I  mean p ro b ab ly  th rough  governm ents, p o l i t i c s  
p ro b ab ly  p la y s  q u i te  a  p a r t ,  b u t p ro b ab ly  r e l i e f  o r g a n is a t io n s  
do p r e s s u r i s e .
INTERVIEWER What abou t p r iv a te  in d u s try  in v o lv ed  in  p r e s s u r is in g  
fo r  i t s  own p u rp o se s .
JAMES Yes t h a t ' s  v e ry  l i k e l y ,  um . . i t ' s  one th in g  to  show p eo p le  
how to  d r i l l  f o r  o i l ,  i t ' s  a n o th e r  th in g  to  co m p le te ly  s o r t  
o f ta k e  over th e  whole o i l  su p p ly  a f t e r  y o u 'v e  found i t  and 
n o t g iv e  them good money f o r  i t , i n  a c tu a l  f a c t  to  d is c o v e r  
i t .  In  some c a s e s  i t ' s  j u s t  a s t r a i g h t  case  o f  e x p lo i t a t io n
INTERVIEWER Y es. w e ll I 'm  go ing  to  tu r n  th e  ta p e  because  we a re  in  abou t
f iv e  m inu tes  from th e  end o f th e  ta p e .
R igh t Jam es^I'm  go ing  to  a sk  you now abou t th e  hunger s t r i k e
w hich r e c e n t ly  ended in  I r e la n d ,  th e  o th e r  day th e y  h e ld  th e
in q u e s t  on them , I  th in k  i t  was n in e  o f  them o r te n  men who 
s ta rv e d  th em se lv es  to  d e a th . Now t h e i r  o b je c t  was to  g a in  
some s o r t  o f  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s ,  d id  you ag ree  w ith  t h i s  o r  
n o t?
JAMES W ell I  saw th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  on hunger s t r i k e  i n  th e  M aize 
p r is o n  i n  B e l f a s t  a s  p eo p le  who were sc a p e g o a ts  and w ere 
b e in g  used  by th e  I .R .A . in  o rd e r  to  advance t h e i r  c a u se .
To me th e s e .  . th e  id e a  o f  s t r i k i n g  and . .  to  th e  . .  I  mean 
go ing  on to  r e fu s e  food  u n t i l  you g e t to  th e  p o in t  o f  d e a th  
i s  a b s o lu te ly  h o r i f i c ,  I  j u s t  c a n 't  condone t h a t  a t  a l l  and 
I 'm  . .  to  t h i s  day I  r e a l l y  d o n 't  know q u i te  what th e y  have 
ach iev ed  um . . I  th in k  th e y 'v e  been  g iv e n  by th e  I r i s h  
a u t h o r i t i e s ,  o r  by th e  I r i s h  p r is o n  a u t h o r i t i e s  e t c . .
INTERVIEWER T h is  i s  th e  N o rth e rn  I r i s h ?
JAMES T h a t 's  r i g h t ;  some c o n c e ss io n s  in  so f a r  a s  th e y  can w ear t h e i r
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own c lo th e s  a s  on ly  p r i s o n e r s  p e r  se th ey  have a b i t  more say 
in  what i s  go ing  on, b u t a p a r t  from th a t  I  d o n 't  th in k  th e y 'v e  
been g ra n te d  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  a t  a l l ,  th e y  were p u t in  p r is o n  
because  th e y  commited a c t s  o f te r r o r i s m , th e y  had k i l l e d  
p e o p le , th e y  s e t  booby t r a p s ,  th ey  had sh o t peo p le  in  co ld  
b lo o d , um . . so a s  f a r  a s  I  was concerned  th e y  sho u ld  have 
been  in  p r is o n  anyway um • . r e a l l y  because  th e y  had commited 
v io le n t  a c t s  and one c a n 't  g e t away from say in g  th a t  th a t  
w a s n 't  a v io le n t  a c t ,  b u t a g a in  in  I r e la n d  i t ' s  a  s t r u g g le  
betw een good and e v i l  f o r c e s  um . . I  d o n 't  know th e  h i s to r y  
o f I r e la n d  so I  c a n 't  e lu c id a te  a t  le n g th  on th a t  o th e r  th a n  
so f a r  a s  I  see i t  a s  n o t o n ly  a  p o l i t i c a l  s t r u g g le  b u t a s  a 
r e l i g io u s  s t ru g g le  a s  w e l l .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e ,  you see  th e  r e l i g i o u s  s tru g g le  a s  v e ry  im p o rta n t?
JAMES W ell coming from um . . one s id e  o f my fa m ily  was c a th o l ic  
and th e  o th e r  s id e  was s o r t  o f s l i g h t l y  p r o te s t a n t  i f  you l i k e ,  
I  a p p re c ia te  th e  p r e s s u re s  t h a t  can be p u t on you um . to  
conform to  C a th o lic ism , so I  can , I  a p p re c ia te  th e  r e l i g i o u s  ■ 
s tru g g le  on b e h a lf  o f th e  c a th o l i c s ,  and I  a ls o  can see  why 
th e  p r o t e s t a n t s  ta k e  th e  s ta n d  th a t  th e y  do, um . .  I 'v e  n ev e r 
f u l l y  re a d  up abou t how th e  I .R .A . s t a r t e d  o r  fo llo w e d  w ith  
i n t e r e s t  abo u t t h e i r  m anoeuvres. I 'v e  m ere ly  r e a d  i n  new spapers 
o r l i s t e n e d  to  r a d io  r e p o r t s  abou t v a r io u s  a c t s  o f  t e r r o r i s m  
t h a t  th e y  have commited e i t h e r  in  London i r  e lse w h e re , w hich 
o b v io u s ly  I  found p r e t t y  h o r r i f i c .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e . So you do you th in k  th e y  sho u ld  have been  g iv e n  
p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  o r  . .  .
JAMES No I  d o n 't ,  I  d o n 't  th in k  t h a t  th e y  have a ch iev ed  p o l i t i c a l  
s t a t u s  have th ey ?
INTERVIEWER No th e y  h a v e n 't
JAMES I  mean th e y 'r e  p r i s o n e r s  o f co n sc ien ce  b ecau se  o b v io u s ly  
th e  s o r t  o f  in d iv id u a l  t h a t  jo in s  th e  I .R .A . b e l ie v e s  in  
i t s  cau se , and f o r  an in d iv id u a l  to  a c t u a l l y  s o r t  o f  r e f u s e  
food u n t i l  th e y  d ie ,  y o u 'v e  .got to  r e a l l y  want to  f i g h t  f o r
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th a t  c au se , I  mean they  were s o r t  of m a rty rs  um . - in  th e  
sense  t h a t  s o r t  o f um . . peop le  in  th e  m iddle ages were 
b u rn t a t  th e  s ta k e  f o r  what th e y  b e l ie v e d ,  b u t I  th in k  th a t  
th e y  were s e t  up by th e  upper ech e lo n s  o f th e  I .R .A . to  um - . 
to  go on hunger s t r i k e  and t h a t ' s  th e  way th a t  I  see i t .  I  
d o n 't  see f o r  example t h a t  S z a k a ro ff  in  R u ss ia  i s  go ing  to  
ach iv e  much a t  th e  moment by go ing  on hunger s t r i k e  in  o rd e r  
to  t r y  and change th e  R u ssian  a u t h o r i t i e s  over g ra n tin g  o r 
n o t g ra n t in g  a  p a s s p o r t  o r v i s a  f o r  h i s  d a u g h te r - in - la w .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e . So you d o n 't  th in k  th a t  th e y  were r i g h t  to  go on 
hunger s t r ik e ?
JAMES W ell r i g h t  in  t h e i r  ey es  because  o b v io u s ly  th e y  w ere commited 
to  th e  cause  um . .  I  d o n 't  th in k  i t ' s  r i g h t  i n  so f a r  a s  
th e y  commited s u ic id e  no . um . .  I  th in k  th a t  th e y  caused  
a  l o t  o f  s u f f e r in g ,  p ro b ab ly  a  l o t  o f m en ta l s u f f e r in g  in  
t h e i r  own f a m i l i e s ,  b u t th e n ,w h a t I  u n d e rs ta n d  abou t p eo p le  
who a re  on hunger s t r i k e  i s  th a t  a f t e r  say  a  week o r  X 
number o f days th e n  th e  p e rso n  on hunger s t r i k e  g e t s  to  a 
s ta g e  whereby th e y  d o n 't  r e a l l y  ca re  w hether th e y  l i v e  o r  n o t ,  
th e re  must be some d e t e r io r a t i o n  in  th e  b r a in  c e l l s  and one 
d o e s n 't  have th e  d e s i r e  to  want food anyway, um .  .  so  t h e y 'r e  
n o t r e a l l y  aware o f  what th e y  a re  do ing  a f t e r  a  c e r t a i n  p o in t  
i n  tim e , I  mean b a s i c a l ly  i t ' s  s o r t  o f  b u rn in g  y o u r s e l f  to  
d e a th  i n t e r n a l l y ,  i t ' s  a l l  th e  body a c id s  s o r t  o f  e a t in g  
th ro u g h  th e  o rg a n s , and um . .  .1  p e r s o n a l ly  j u s t  c o u ld n 't  
condone t h a t  s o r t  o f  a c t io n  and I  th in k  t h a t  th e  B r i t i s h  
governm ent were r i g h t  i n  th e  approach  t h a t  th e y  to o k .
INTERVIEWER So you d o n 't  th in k  t h a t  th e y  shou ld  have f o r  in s ta n c e  
fo rc e  fe d  them o r  made them ta k e  food?
JAMES W ell i t .  .  I  d o n 't  know a t  what s o r t  o f  s ta g e  you co u ld  
fo rc e  fe e d  a p r is o n e r  w ith o u t him know ing, how many days 
a  p r is o n e r  would have to  be on hunger s t r i k e  b e fo re  he 
w o u ld n 't be aware t h a t  you were s o r t  o f fo rc e  fe e d in g  him 
in  any way.
I  ) )
INTERVIEWER W ell th e re  a re  te c h n iq u e s  fo r  fo rc e  fe e d in g  peop le  even 
i f  th ey  know b a s ic a l ly  p u t t in g  tu b e s  . . .
JAMES Yes b u t I  d o n 't  th in k  you would have fo rc e  fed  them i f  
th e y  knew what i s  go ing  on because  th e y  were commited to  
t h e i r  c a u se , I  th in k  th e y  would have to  go t to  such a  s t a t e  
o f  d e t e r io r a t i o n  th a t  th e y  were no t f u l l y  aware o f  what 
was go ing  on b e fo re  you cou ld  have a c tu a l ly  fo rc e  fe d  them , 
b u t a t  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  p o in t  i n  tim e i t  may have been  to o  
l a t e  a lth o u g h  some p r is o n e r s  d id  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  c a l l  o f f  t h e i r  
hunger s t r i k e  d i d n 't  they?  because  t h e i r  r e l a t i v e s  in te rv e n e d  
and i t  became obv ious to  me th a t  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  p r is o n e r  had 
p assed  some p o in t  in  h i s  hunger s t r i k e  t h a t  he would n o t be 
aware o f um . . l i f e  a s  we know i t  and so th e r e f o r e ,  i t  
was q u i te  easy  f o r  th e  r e l a t i v e s  to  in te rv e n e  and o b v io u s ly  
th e y  in te rv e n e d  on h u m a n ita r ia n  g rounds a s  w e ll a s  r e l i g i o u s  
g ro u n d s.
INTERVIEWER I  s e e .  To go on to  som ething e l s e ,  have you any s p e c ia l  
h o b b ie s  t h a t  you in d u lg e  in  a p a r t  from your work, i s  th e r e  
a n y th in g  th a t  you e s p e c i a l l y  en jo y  do ing  a p a r t  from  y ou r work?
JAMES Yes over th e  y e a rs  I 'v e  developed  a  v a r i e ty  o f  h o b b ie s  w hich 
p ro b ab ly  f a l l  i n to  th r e e  b a s ic  c a te g o r ie s :  th e  f i r s t  s e t  o f  
h o b b ie s  I  s o r t  o f  to o k  up i n  ch ild h o o d  and in  my te e n a g e  days 
were th o se  o f stamp c o l l e c t in g  and p h o tog raphy , stam p c o l l e c t ­
in g  because  i t  was som ething  n ic e  a s  • a  c h i ld  to  have swaps 
o f  stam ps a t  sch o o l and th e n  to  see  t h a t  w ho've g o t m ost stam ps 
o f  any p a r t i c u l a r  c o u n try  and l a t e r  on I  developed  an i n t e r e s t  
in  f i r s t  day cover stam ps w hich developed  f u r th e r  i n to  
c o l l e c t in g  crowns and o th e r  c o in s  which a re  m in ted  a t  th e  
tim e t h a t  c e r t a in  stam ps a re  is s u e d ,  so in  a c tu a l  f a c t  th e y  
make q u i te  a  n ic e  s e t .
INTERVIEWER When you say  crow ns, you mean a  s p e c ia l  is s u e  o f  c o in s
JAMES T h a t 's  r i g h t
INTERVIEWER M inted s p e c i f i c a l l y  fo r  a commemoration o f  som eth ing
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JAMES O bviously  a s  a te e n a g e r  I  r e l i e d  on o th e r  peop le  
buy ing  th e se  c o in s  fo r  me, I  mean f a i r l y  r e c e n t ly  th e  
I s l e  o f  Mann have is s u e d  stam ps and c o in s  fo r  th e  Duke 
o f E d in b u rg h 's  award and th e n  when C h a rle s  and D iana go t 
m a rried  th e re  were th e  crowns f o r  th o se  in  v a r io u s  c o u n t r ie s  
a s  I  ex p ec t you know. W ell t h a t ' s  a hobby w hich I  s t i l l  
c o n tin u e , b u t o b v io u s ly  I  d is c r im in a te  in  which c o u n t r ie s  
I  am i n t e r e s t e d  in  and which is s u e s  o f stam ps th a t  I  w i l l  
c o l l e c t ,  i t ' s  m ain ly  s o r t  o f f i r s t  day co v ers  is s u e d  in  
G rea t B r i t a in  a lth o u g h  I  am a ls o  i n t e r e s t e d  in  th e  I s l e  o f 
Mann, b u t th e  I s l e  o f Mann i s s u e s  so many s p e c ia l  stam ps 
t h a t  you c a n 't  r e a l l y  keep up w ith  t h a t ,  um .  • b u t f a i r l y  
r e c e n t ly  I  am o f  th e  o p in io n  th a t  th e  p o s t o f f ic e  a r e  s o r t  
o f  making q u i te  a p ack e t ou t o f  t h i s ,  i t ' s  becom ing q u i te  a 
r a c k e t ,  um . . and th a t  I  am r e a l l y  s o r t  o f s to c k p i l in g  
f i r s t  day c o v e rs , b ecause  I  am much more in v o lv e d  in  r e s e a r c h  
now th a t  I d o n 't  r e a l l y  g e t tim e to  lo o k  a t  them , so in  one 
sen se  I 'm  s o r t  o f  s to c k p i l in g  up stam ps t h a t  I 'm  n o t g o ing  
to  r e a l l y  lo o k  a t  u n t i l  I  r e t i r e ,  becau se  t h a t ' s  g o in g  to  
be th e  s ta g e  t h a t  I 'm  go ing  to  g e t some tim e to  lo o k  a t  
them . W ith r e s p e c t  to  p h o tog raphy , t h a t ' s  an  ongoing  s o r t  
o f  hobby, b u t a g a in  I 'v e  g o t l e s s  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h a t  b ecau se  
t h a t  can become so ex p en siv e  and so s p e c ia l i s e d .
INTERVIEWER Do you have a  cam era a t  th e  moment?
JAMES Yes I  have one, I  bought one abou t te n  y e a r s  ago w hich h a s  
g o t v a r io u s  le n s e s  and f i l t e r s  which I  can p u t on i t .w h ic h ,
. . I 'm  s t i l l  q u i te  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  pho to g rap h y , b u t  I  f in d  i t  
to o  ex p en siv e  and I  j u s t  h a v e n 't  go t th e  s o r t  o f  money to  
develop  t h a t  any f u r t h e r ,  I  mean o th e r  s o r t  o f  h o b b ie s  in  
which' I '  c a l l  my second c a te g o ry  a re  h o b b ie s  t h a t  I  s o r t  o f  
ta k e  up and p u t down depending  on who I 'm  w ith , and w here 
I  am, f o r  exam ple: s a i l i n g , !  d id  a  l o t  o f s a i l i n g  i n  my 
teen ag e  days sim ply  b ecau se  I  l iv e d  in  Kent n e a r  w a te r  and 
I  used  to  go o f f  q u i te  a b i t  down to  B ro a d s ta i r s  and l a t e r  on 
to  th e  I s l e  o f W ight, so I  go t q u i te  in t e r e s t e d  i n  um . o .
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y a c h tin g  a s s o c ia t io n s  and um . . coming to  te rm s w ith  
s a i l i n g  d a i ly  m irro r  d in g h ie s  and G .P . 's  e t c . ,  G .P .14 
and c r a f t  l i k e  Royal D a r ts ,  um . . and a g a in  b e in g  in  
th e  co u n try  I  had th e  s o r t  o f pastim e l i k e  h o rse  r id in g ,  
which a g a in  I  h a v e n 't  p e rsu ed  much s in c e  I  l iv e d  in  London 
w hich i s  s in c e  I  was e ig h te e n , sim ply  because  i f  one goes 
r i d i n g  in  London you have to  go to  a  r id in g  schoo l and be 
le d  around th e  paddock which i s  n o t v ery  i n t e r e s t i n g  and 
one can s o r t  o f go h o rse  r id in g  a lo n g  R o tten  Row b u t y o u 'v e  
g o t to  have a l l  th e  g e a r ,  n o t j u s t  a  h a t  b u t p ro p e r b o o ts  
and jo d h p u rs  and ja c k e ts  and th e  l i k e  and a g a in , I  j u s t  
d o n 't  f in d  t h a t  v e ry  n e c e ssa ry  r e a l l y  to  en jo y  t h a t  p a s tim e . 
S in ce  I 'v e  been  a t  th e  O.U, I 'v e  en joyed  le a r n in g  to  p la y  
squash  a s  I  th in k  you know, b u t  a g a in , I  f in d  th a t  q u i te  
tim e consum ing and I  f e e l  t h a t  in  o rd e r  to  p la y  a  s p o r t  
r e a l l y  w e ll l i k e  t h a t  y o u 'v e  g o t to  p la y  a t  l e a s t  two o r  
th r e e  tim e s  a  week, w hich a t  th e  moment i s  n o t p o s s ib le ,  
b u t I  suppose th e  p astim e  which i s  my s o r t  o f t h i r d  s o r t  
o f c a te g o ry  w hich I 'v e  alw ays been i n t e r e s t e d  i n ,  i s  t h a t  
o f m usic and um . . a s  a young c h i ld  I  p la y e d  th e  v i o l i n  
and my m other s a id  t h a t  she c o u ld n 't  s ta n d  i t  any lo n g e r ,  
and so I  dropped th e  v io l in  and went on to  le a r n in g  th e  
d e s c a n t r e c o r d e r ,  t r e b l e  r e c o r d e r ,  te n o r  r e c o rd e r  and b a s s ,  
u n t i l  i n  my teen ag e  days I  p la y ed  in  an o r c h e s t r a  and a t  one 
tim e I  had to  s o r t  o f  make a  d e c is io n  betw een w hether I  was 
go ing  to  ta k e  up a  c a r e e r  in  m usic -  p la y in g  a  woodwind 
in s tru m e n t,  g o ing  on p e rh ap s  to  le a r n in g  th e  c l a r i n e t  o r  f l u t e ,  
o r d evelop  my i n t e r e s t  i n  s c ie n c e  and b io lo g y  w hich was my 
o th e r  s o r t  o f  s u b je c t  w hich I  was q u i te  good a t  a t  s c h o o l, 
and I  d ec id ed  a t  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  tim e t h a t  I  would e n jo y  
my m usic and th a t  I  w o u ld n 't  s o r t  o f  work a t  i t  o th e r  th a n  
fo r  exams and th in g s ,  I  would j u s t  en jo y  i t ,  and th e n  o f  
co u rse  I  l e a r n t  to  p la y  th e  p ian o  and u n f o r tu n a te ly  s in c e  
I 'v e  been  in  London I  have n ev er had a  p ian o  i n  any p la c e  
t h a t  I  have l iv e d  in  so I  h a v e n 't  been a b le  to  p r a c r i c e  v e ry  
much, um . . which means th a t  I 'v e  n o t developed  my p ia n o  
p la y in g  to  i t s  g r e a t e s t  p o t e n t i a l  um . . b u t what I  have done
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over t h i s  l a s t  y e a r  and a l i t t l e  b i t  o f l a s t  y e a r ,  i s  
s t a r t e d  to  le a r n  th e  Spanish  g u i t a r  a s  a g a in  you know, 
no t j u s t  p la y in g  fo lk  g u i t a r  o r j u s t  s o r t  o f  o rd in a ry  s tru m s, 
b u t le a r n in g  f in g e r  p ic k in g  and Spanish  g u i t a r  and I  r e a l l y  
en joy  th a t  because  I  have to  work o u t c e r t a in  um . . 
co m b in a tio n s , chord co m b in a tio n s , p lu c k in g  c e r t a in  s t r i n g s  
a t  th e  same tim e in  o rd e r  to  g e t c e r t a in  sounds and you 
have to  work o u t um . . you have to  s o r t  o f ta k e  a p ie c e  
o f m usic to  p ie c e s  and work ou t how y o u 're  go ing  to  p la y  
i t  and how y o u 'r e  go ing  to  le a r n  i t  in  o rd e r  to  g e t th e  
nost ou t o f  th a t  p ie c e  o f m usic , and you can p la y  i t  many 
tim es  and on s e v e ra l  d i f f e r e n t  o c c a s io n s  and i t  can sound 
d i f f e r e n t  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  em phasis t h a t  you p u t on p lu c k in g  
a p a r t i c u l a r  s t r i n g ,  o r strumm ing a  p a r t i c u l a r  s t r i n g ,  so 
I  f in d  t h a t  q u i te  e x c i t in g ,  w hich . . .  and . . p ro b a b ly  
d ev e lo p s  from my, i n i t i a l  i n t e r e s t  in  do ing  jig sa w  p u z z le s  
which I  s t i l l  do becau se  . .  which i s  a n o th e r  p as tim e  w hich 
I  in d u lg e  in  when I  want to  work o u t a  problem  f o r  exam ple 
um . . g e t t in g  to  g r ip s  w ith  th e  c o n te n t o f  th e  in te rv ie w s ,  
th e se  in te rv ie w s  w hich I  am in v o lv ed  in  a t  th e  moment and 
a n a ly s in g  them w ith  r e s p e c t  to  w hether th e y  a re  c o g n a t iv e ly  
complex o r  c o g n a t iv e ly  s im ple which i s  q u i te  a  d icho tom y, 
when I  was f i r s t  c o n fro n te d  w ith  th e  t r a n s c r i p t  o f  Mike , 
H u s s e y 's . in te rv ie w  I  th o u g h t gosh I 'm  n ev e r g o ing  to  g e t 
to  g r ip s  w ith  t h i s ,  i t ' s  much to o  r i c h ,  I  c a n 't  cope w ith  
i t ,  i t  was much to o  r i c h  and v e ry  dense and I  r e a d  th ro u g h  
i t  and I  d i d n ' t  know how to  b e g in  to  a n a ly se  i t ,  and so what 
I  d id ,  I  flew  to  my o ld  p astim e  and began do ing  a  jig sa w  
p u zz le  ( t h i s  m ight sound barmy) and I  g o t ou t a  th o u san d  
p ie c e  jig sa w  p u z z le ,  a  p u zz le  which I ' d  n ev er done b e fo re  
and th ro u g h  th e  way o f p ie c in g  th e  p ie c e s  to g e th e r  and p u t t in g  
them in  v a r io u s  c a te g o r ie s  um . . I  worked o u t how I  was 
go ing  to  a n a ly se  th e  in te rv ie w , i t  m ight sound t o t a l l y  and 
u t t e r l y  c ra z y  b u t i f  I  am face d  w ith  a  problem  w hich . . « 
in  which I  d o n 't  know q u i te  how to  p ro cee d , I .a lw a y s  f l y  to  
a jig sa w  p u z z le ,  and I  m ight n o t f i n i s h  th e  p u z z le ,  b u t I  s to p
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when I 'v e  go t s o lu t io n s  to  th e  problem , um . . o th e r  
peop le  m ight s o r t  o f  p a in t  a p ic tu r e ,  b u t a s  1 was never 
very  good a t  a r t  a t  sc h o o l, um . . and I 'm  s t i l l  n o t very  
good a t  a r t ,  1 f in d  i t  d i f f i c u l t  to  b eg in  to  p a in t  a 
p ic tu r e ,  1 d o n 't  q u i te  know where to  s t a r t  and so I 'd  
be in  more o f a  muddle and so I  f l y  to  th e  jig saw  p u zz le  
and th e  p u zz le  in  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  case  was o f a  couple o f 
b a rg e s  a lo n g  th e  Thames by th e  Houses o f P a rlia m e n t and 
y o u 'v e  g o t W estm inster b r id g e  s o r t  o f  in  th e  m iddle o f th e  
p u zz le  w ith  th e  Houses o f P a r lia m e n t in  th e  background and 
q u i te  a l o t  o f  sky which was very  con fused  because  i t  was 
v e ry  c lo u d y , b u t th e  fo reg ro u n d  o f th e  p u zz le  was v e ry  d i s t i n c t ,  
th e r e  were th e se  two b a rg e s  in  th e  m iddle and th e y . . th e  
bottom  o f th e  b a rg e s  w ere b lu e  and th e y  had g o t v a r io u s  l i t t l e  
what do you c a l l  them? l i f e  b e l t s  o v er th e  edge which were 
a  k in d  o f  orange and th e y  had go t v a r io u s  c an o p ie s  ov er th e  
to p  and th e n  to  th e  s id e  o f  t h i s  was th e  Embankment w ith  
th e  s te p s  go ing  up by s o r t  o f  a  monument and above th a t  some 
t r e e s  w hich were co lo u re d  g reen  and beyond th a t  modern o f f i c e  
b lo c k s  which were • . s to o d  o u t f a i r l y  d i s t i n c t l y  from th e  
H ouses o f  P a r lia m e n t, w hich o f  c o u rse , was a  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  
te x tu r e  to  th e se  o f f i c e  b lo c k s  and o f  c o u rse , th e  a c tu a l  
a rc h e s  o f  W estm inster b r id g e  were a g a in .  . .  th e re  was 
d i f f e r e n t  l i g h t i n g  e f f e c t s  i n  th e  p u z z le , d i f f e r e n t  
t e x tu r e s  w hich you co u ld  s e e , th e re  was a  b ig  s o r t  o f  r a i l  
a lo n g  th e  to p  o f  W estm inster b r id g e  o r  I  d o n 't  know what 
you c a l l  i t  -  a  p a ra p e t o r  som eth ing  l i k e  t h i s  w hich had 
s o r t  o f  d i f f e r e n t  b ead in g  and um . .  th e  fo reg ro u n d  was 
q u i te  d i s t i n c t  and a s  i t  s o r t  o f  went in to  th e  background  
i t  was l e s s  d i s t i n c t  e t c . ,  e t c . ,  th e re  was a  re d  b u s  w hich 
was c ro s s in g  a lo n g  th e  to p , and th e  c o lo u r  w hich I  im m ed ia te ly  
flew  to  to  s t a r t  th e  jig sa w  p u z z le  was th e  b lu e  o f  th e  b a rg e  
b ecause  I  l i k e  th e  b lu e ,  so I  s t a r t e d  w ith  th e  b lu e  o f  th e  
b a rg e s  and made th o se  up f i r s t ,  went to  orange and th e n  went 
a c ro s s  to  th e  c a n o p ie s , b u t th e n  th e  s te p s  s to o d  o u t -  d id  th e  
s te p s  and p roceeded  up th e  s id e  to  th e  g reen  o f  th e  t r e e s  
because  th e re  was on ly  one s e t  o f t r e e s  so t h a t  was e a sy , up 
th ro u g h  th e  modern o f f i c e  b lo c k s  and th en  a c ro s s  to  th e  b r id g e
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th e  a rc h e s  o f th e  b r id g e , (die d i f f e r e n t  t e x tu r e s ,  th a t  was 
f a i r l y  easy  to  c a te g o r is e  and th en  down to  th e  muddy w ater 
which was a b i t  more d i f f i c u l t  and when I ’d go t to  th a t  
s ta g e  o f th e  problem  I  d i d n 't  have to  go j u s t  by c o lo u r ,
I  went by th e  shape o f th e  p ie c e s  o f th e  p u z z le , so 
th e r e f o r e ,  I  was um . . a c tu a l ly  c a te g o r is in g  my p ie c e s  
a g a in  and i t  go t down to  sm a lle r  p ie c e s  and shapes e t c . ,
I  j u s t  s o r t  o f f i l l e d  in  th e  w a te r , went above d id  th e  
Houses o f P a r lia m e n t, n o t on ly  p u t t in g  them in to  a  group 
t h a t  s a id  th e s e  a re  th e  H ouses o f P a r lia m e n t and t h i s  i s  
B ig  Ben, o r th e  tow er in  which B ig Ben i s  s i tu a te d ,  b u t th e n  
I  looked  a t  th e  t e x tu r e s  and a t  th e  sh a p e s , by th e  tim e I  
had g o t to  th e  sky I  d id n ’ t  need to  p ro ceed  any more b ecau se  
I  had w orked. . . by w orking th ro u g h  th e  p u z z le  I  had worked 
ou t how I  was go ing  to  approach  t h i s  whole problem  o f s i f t i n g  
th ro u g h  th e se  in te rv ie w s  w hich i s  th e  approach  w hich I  have 
d e s c r ib e d  to  you h e re ,  so because  I  h a v e n 't  g o t anybody to  
t a l k  to  in  London, sim ply  becau se  I  l i v e  on my own and I  
h av en ’t  go t anybody to  t a l k  to  o r sh a re  my r e s e a rc h  w ith ,
I  would te n d  to  t r y  and th in k  o u t,  o r  th in k  th ro u g h  th e  
p roblem , n o t by s i t t i n g  and b i t i n g  my n a i l s ,  o r  w alk in g  up 
and down w ith  a  cup o f  c o f f e ,  I  te n d  to  work th ro u g h  i t  w ith  
a  p u z z le , o r ta k e  up my g u i t a r  and work th ro u g h  a  p ie c e  o f  
m usic in  a  com bination  o f  s t r e n g th s .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e . So you see  your h o b b ie s  a s .  .  o r  yo u r p a s tim e s  a s  
b e in g  r e l a t e d  to  you r work in  t h a t  th e y  h e lp  you s o lv e  th e  
p roblem s w hich a re  in v o lv e d  i n  your w ork.
JAMES Y es. A b e t t e r  hobby would have been  to  have gone back  to  
p la y in g  ch ess  and developed  te c h n iq u e s  o f  p la y in g  c h e ss  
and th e  v a r io u s  moves, b u t I  had found i n  my e a r ly  tw e n t ie s  
t h a t  p la y in g  c h e ss  w ith  f o lk  r e a l l y  to o k  me o v e r , I  go t 
consumed by my d e s i r e  to  p la y  c h e s s , t h a t  I  c o u ld n ’ t  p u t 
i t  down even to  go to  th e  lo o ,  o r  to  e a t ,  t h a t  I  had g o t to  
work th ro u g h  th e  ch ess  problem  a t  a l l  c o s t s ,  and I  j u s t  found 
th a t  v e ry  v e ry  bad and th e r e f o r e ,  I  j u s t  c a n ’ t .  .  I  j u s t  don’ t
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p la y  ch ess  a t  a l l  now. Whereas w ith  a p u zz le  1 can 
a c tu a l ly  p r e d ic t  how lo n g  i t  i s  go ing to  ta k e  to  f i n i s h  
a c e r t a in  p a r t  o f th a t  p u zz le  w ith in  a few m in u tes .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e .  Um. . to  move on to  an o th e r s u b je c t ,  i f  somebody 
e l s e  was g e t t in g  m a rried  would you th in k  th e re  was any 
a d v ice  t h a t  you ought to  g iv e  them, say  a  f r ie n d  o r  r e l a t i v e  
was g e t t in g  m a rrie d  what ad v ice  would you g iv e  them?
JAMES Um . . w e ll I  suppose I  w ould. . I  i n s t a n t l y  th in k  o f my 
p a re n ts  m arriag e  w hich was a com plete and u t t e r  d i s a s t e r ,  
and say  Look b e fo re  you le a p ,  t h a t ’ s  one p a r t  o f me would 
say  t h a t ,  b u t t h a t ’ s  a  l i t t l e  b i t  tongue in  cheek because 
t h e i r  m arriag e  was a b s o lu te ly  d is a s te ro u s  and had . .  I  le d  
a v e ry  unhappy ch ild h o o d  and o b v io u s ly  u n t i l  f a i r l y  r e c e n t ly  
have been  unhappy th ro u g h  most o f  my l i f e  sim ply  b ecause  
um . . th e  e f f e c t s  o f  t h e i r  r o t t e n  m arriag e  have rubbed  o f f  
on me a s  th e  o n ly  c h i ld  o f  th a t  m a rr ia g e . I  don’ t  th in k  I  
would have a  shopping  l i s t  o f  th in g s  to  lo o k  o u t f o r  in  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  p e rso n , I  th in k  p ro b ab ly  th e  main th in g  i s  t h a t  
one sh o u ld  f e e l  a t  ea se  w ith  th e  p e rso n  y o u ’r e  w ith  and t h e r e ’r e  
n o t to o  many th in g s  abou t t h a t  p e rso n  t h a t  you d i s l i k e  f o r  
exam ple: i f  you f e e l  on edge abou t th e  way somebody s i t s  o r 
a  p a r t i c u l a r  m annerism  o f a  p a r t i c u l a r  p e rso n , o r  th e  way 
he c le a n s  h i s  to o th b ru sh  o r  th e  way he g e t s  d re s se d  e t c . ,  
what he does o r  d o e sn ’ t  do a t  b r e a k f a s t ,  i f  you ’r e  on edge 
b e fo re  y o u ’r e  m a rrie d  I  th in k  i t ’ s  g o ing  to  be f a r  w orse 
a f te rw a rd s ,  I  th in k  th a t  one h as  to  lo o k  a t  th e  o v e r a l l  
s i t u a t i o n ,  n o t p a r t i c u l a r l y  see  what i s  in  i t  f o r  y o u r s e l f ,  
b u t to  see  i f  you cou ld  s o r t  o f  rub  a lo n g  and g e t a lo n g  w ith  
a p a r t i c u l a r  p e rso n  in  a l l  a s p e c ts  o f  t h e i r  l i f e  and what th e y  
a re  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  and be p re p a re d  to  um . . su p p o rt them in  
t h e i r  c a r e e r  o r  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s ,  I  mean um . .  so s e e in g  i t  
from a m an 's p o in t  o f view q u ite  a  l o t  o f  my f r i e n d s  a re  
m a rried  o b v io u s ly  by t h i r t y - f i v e  um .  .  th e y  g e t a lo n g  q u i te  
w e ll w ith  t h e i r  w ives u n t i l  he w ants to  w atch m atch o f  th e  
day and i t ’ s  a l l  ’’b loody  f o o tb a l l  I  c a n ’ t  s ta n d  i t ” you s e e .
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Nov; I  don’ t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  l i k e  f o o tb a l l  um . . no t because  
1 don’ t  en jo y  f o o tb a l l  a s  a s p o r t ,  1 j u s t  c a n ’ t  g e t th e  
s in g in g , th e  crowds c h a n tin g  and s in g in g  and m essing abou t 
and th e  hugging and k is s in g  th a t  goes on when a g o a l i s  
sc o re d , 1 used  to  en joy  f o o tb a l l ,  b u t I  th in k  t h i s  i s  th e  
g r e a t  g r in d  abou t w hether y o u ’r e  go ing  to  have match o f th e  
day on, o r how you a re  go ing  to  spend your ev en in g s , th e n  
i t  d o esn ’t  make f o r  s o r t  o f harmony, b u t on th e  o th e r  hand 
1 w ouldn’ t  say  t h a t  y o u ’ve go t to  be s o r t  o f  p a s s iv e  in  t h i s  
s i t u a t i o n  and t o t a l l y  ag ree  abou t e v e ry th in g , I ih in k  y o u ’ve 
g o t to  have your own o p in io n s , I  th in k  p ro b ab ly  th e  most 
im p o rtan t p o in t  t h a t  I  would make i s  th a t  I  do b e l ie v e  t h a t  
th e  man shou ld  wear th e  t r o u s e r s  b e l ie v e  i t  o r n o t ( la u g h te r )
INTERVIEWER Yoiire n o t in  fav o u r o f  women’s  l i b  th e n .
JAMES No I ’m n o t a  women’ s l i b b e r  by any s t r e t c h  o f th e  
im a g in a tio n , I  th in k  you p ro b ab ly  know t h a t ,  and um . .
I  th in k  th a t  th e  man i s  m a ste r in  h i s  won house and i f  i t  
came to  th e  u l t im a te  d e c is io n  t h a t  h i s  d e c is io n  would be 
th e  one t h a t  would s o r t  o f  s ta n d .  But a f t e r  some d is c u s s io n  
and t h a t  maybe th e  man sho u ld  s o r t  o f compromise i n  some 
s i t u a t i o n s  b u t I  th in k  n o th in g  i s  w orse th a n  a  d om ineering  w ife .
INTERVIEWER Do you approve o f  th e  id e a  th e n  o f l i v i n g  to g e th e r  b e fo re  
g e t t in g  m a rried  to  g e t to  know somebody?
JAMES I  th in k  i t ’ s  q u i te  a  good id e a  y e s ,  I  don’t  see  any re a s o n  
why one sh o u ld n ’ t  l i v e  w ith  o n e ’s  b o y fr ie n d  o r  g i r l f r i e n d  
w hatever th e  case  may b e .
INTERVIEWER You would l i v e  w ith  a  g i r l f r i e n d  i f  you . .  .
JAMES I  p e r s o n a l ly  w ouldn’ t  no , though I  have l iv e d  w ith  a  
g i r l f r i e n d  y es  a t  one s ta g e  in  my l i f e  f o r  a  y e a r  o r  so 
and th e n  I  was go ing  to  g e t m a rried  to . h e r  and u n f o r tu n a te ly  
she d ie d , th a t  was some tim e ago , I  le a rn e d  a  heck  o f  a l o t
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by l i v in g  w ith  Sarah a t  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  tim e um . . 1 le a rn e d  
you know, 1 th in k  th a t  th e  f i r s t  th in g  I  le a rn e d  was th a t  1 
c o u ld n 't  alw ays g e t my own way th a t  r e a l l y  I  was q u i te  
s e l f i s h ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  becau se  l i v i n g  on your own you do te n d  
to  th in k  o f  y o u r s e l f  and nobody e l s e ,  w hereas i f  you a re  l i v in g  
w ith  somebody th e re  i s  somebody e l s e  to  c o n s id e r ,  b u t I  w o u ld n 't 
advoca te  l i v i n g  to g e th e r  i f  one was keen on hav ing  a fa m ily ,
I  th in k  th e re  needs to  be som ething a  l i t t l e  b i t  more perm anent 
th a n  j u s t  a  l i v in g  to g e th e r  a rran g em en t.
INTERVIEWER T his  i s  because  i t ’ s  needed f o r  th e  b e n e f i t  o f  th e  c h i ld r e n .
JAMES I  th in k  th e  c h i ld r e n  need some s o r t  o f s t a b i l i t y ,  I  w ouldn’ t  
say  t h a t  l i v i n g  to g e th e r  and n o t hav in g  a  m arriag e  c o n t ra c t  
and h av in g  c h i ld r e n ,  I  w ouldn’ t  say  t h a t  t h a t  w ouldn’ t  w ork,
I  th in k  t h a t  i t  cou ld  work g iv en  t h a t  you have a  number o f 
p eo p le  who want to  l i v e  to g e th e r  a l l  l i v in g  to g e th e r  i n  a 
commune and th a t  th e y  r a i s e  c h i ld r e n  i n  a  commune s t r u c tu r e  
and everybody becomes re s p o n s ib le  f o r  th e  u p b rin g in g  o f  th e  
c h i ld r e n  in  t h a t  s t r u c t u r e , I  th in k  t h a t  cou ld  work w e ll  in  
a c tu a l  f a c t , ' I  th in k  g iv e n  t h a t  th e  peo p le  who a re  l i v i n g  
in  t h a t  commune a re  t o t a l l y  and u t t e r l y  commited to  t h a t  
way o f  l i f e  and t h a t  y o u ’ve g o t to  view i t  a s  a  commitment 
say  f o r  maybe a n y th in g  up to  f i f t e e n  y e a r s ,  c e r t a i n l y  i f  you 
a re  h av in g  a  c h i ld  o r  c h i ld r e n  in  t h a t  s o r t  o f  s t r u c tu re , , ,  
b ecau se  I  th in k  y o u ’ve g o t to  s o r t  o f  g e t them p a s t  abou t 
say  s ix te e n ,  p a s t  t h a t  s o r t  o f  hump when th e y  can  go o u t and 
fend  f o r  th e m se lv e s . Um . . I  don’ t  see  any re a s o n  why t h a t  
sh o u ld n ’ t  w ork, th e re  a g a in  th e re  i s  some s o r t  o f  commitment 
a lth o u g h  i t ’ s  n o t a  c o n t r a c t  i n i t i a l l y ,  um . .  I  p e r s o n a l ly  
w ouldn’ t  e n te r  in to  t h a t  a rran g em en t, um .  .  p ro b a b ly  b ecau se  
p a r t  o f me i s  s t i l l  a  b i t  c a th o l ic  ( la u g h te r )  and th e r e f o r e ,  
t h a t ’ s  why I  say  t h a t  I  see  th e  man a s  head o f  th e  h o u se , 
b u t even in  a  commune a  man cou ld  s o r t  o f be head  o f  th e  
commune, b u t t h a t  d o e sn ’ t  mean to  say  th a t  th e  woman i s  um 
i s  p u re ly  su b m iss iv e .
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INTERVIEWER But s u re ly  th a t  would be more th an  one man and more th a n  
one woman, so t h a t  th e re  would be a more dem o cra tic  s t r u c tu r e ,
JAMES T h a t 's  r i g h t  yes.
INTERVIEWER Y o u 're  in  fav o u r o f  m arriage  a s  an i n s t i t u t i o n ?
JAMES Yes I  am. um . . I  th in k  th e re  a re  p roblem s i f  one i s  n o t 
m a rried  in  l a t e r  l i f e .
INTERVIEWER In  what s o r t  o f  way?
JAMES There a re  even prob lem s now say  a t  my age i n  t h e i r  t h i r t i e s  
f o r  exam ple: I  go home to  nobody um . .  th e r e  a re  p rob lem s o f  
l o î ^ i n e s s  and i s o l a t i o n  and g e t t in g  um . . and b e in g  q u i te  
s e l f i s h  and o n ly  c o n s id e r in g  y o u r s e l f  and nobody e l s e ,  um . . 
and i t  i s  t o t a l l y  abnorm al I  th in k  to  l i v e  on your own um . .  , 
I  th in k  you can g e t very  phobic abou t c e r t a in  th in g s  u n le s s  
you s o r t  o f mix in  company d a i ly  I  th in k  t h a t  you can  see  
l i f e  in  a v e ry  d i s to r t e d  way.
INTERVIEWER I  s e e . So you a re  in fa v o u r  o f  m arriag e  f o r  th e  m a jo r i ty  
o f  p eo p le
JAMES Yes, y e s .
INTERVIEWER How would you f e e l  abou t th o se  peo p le  l i k e  L a u r i Sm ith 
one o f  th e  p eo p le  you have in te rv ie w e d  o r  say  a  c a th o l ic  
p r i e s t  who fo r  v o c a t io n a l  re a s o n s  chooses n o t to  be m a rr ie d
JAMES T h a t’ s  n o t q u i te  t r u e ,  L au ri Sm ith i n  a c tu a l  f a c t  l i v e s  w ith  
a  woman, I  mean . .
INTERVIEWER I  don’ t  know him I ’m o n ly  go ing  by what y o u ’ve s a id .
JAMES No in  a c tu a l  f a c t  he d oes, L au ri S m ith ’ s abou t 5^ and th e  
woman he l i v e s  w ith  i s  about 68, I  mean and s h e ’ s  n o t h i s
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h ousek eep er, th e y  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  l i v e  to g e th e r ,  b u t he 
was ducking  th e  whole q u e s tio n  ol m arriag e  in  th a t  p a r t i c u l a r  
in te rv ie w , b u t L au ri Smith needs A lic e  in  o rd e r  to  develop  h i s  
c a r e e r ,  he c o u ld n 't  develop  h i s  l e a th e r  work in d u s try  o r h i s  
l e a th e r  work c r a f t  i f  you l i k e ,  w ith o u t A lic e  beh in d  him, 
because she i s  h i s  i n s p i r a t i o n , s h e 's  h i s  encouragem ent and
th a t  i s  th e  th in g  which one la c k s  i f  one i s n ' t  m a rried  o r
l i v in g  w ith  someone e l s e ,  one i s n ' t  encouraged  o r in s p i r e d  
to  do v e ry  much u n le s s  t h e r e 's  someone o u ts id e  who you see  
f a i r l y  r e g u la r ly ,  hence: I  f in d  i t  h e lp fu l  to  come up to  th e  
O.U. to  say  fo r  example you o r  o r  somebody e l s e  to
t a l k  to ,  to  be encouraged , o th e rw ise  you b e g in  to  wonder a t
tim e s  why you a re  do ing  som eth ing .
You d o n 't  th in k  you would wonder in  q u i te  th e  same way i f  
you were m arried ?
JAMES W ell You would o b v io u s ly  go home and th e y  would say  w e ll 
you know "how d id  you g e t on w ith  your r e s e a r c h  to d a y  d e a r"  
and you m ight say  "b loody  aw ful" b u t y o u 'v e  sh a re d  i t .  
W hereas I  can go home and I  c a n 't  k ic k  th e  c a t  becau se  
we a re  n o t a llow ed  c a t s  in  a  c o u n c il  f l a t ,  t h e r e 's  n o t 
v e ry  much th a t  I  can do r e a l l y ,  I  mean I  co u ld  have a  few 
b o t t l e s  o f  b randy  and swig away you know a  few b e e r s  and 
be a  q u ie t  a lc o h o lic
INTERVIEWER T h a t 's  n o t v e ry  a d v is a b le  i s  i t
JAMES But t h a t  i s  why p eo p le  s o r t  o f  ta k e  to  d r in k in g ,  in . o th e r  
w ords th e re  i s  a  l o t  o f  s o r t  o f  f e e l in g s  a re  r e p re s s e d  
and p e rh a p s . . suppose fo r  example som ething has. gone wrong 
in  my re s e a rc h  w hich I  m ight have l e t  o f f  steam  to  you two 
a  l i t t l e  b i t  b u t I 'v e  s t i l l  gone home th in k in g  " I 'm  n ev e r 
go ing  to  do t h i s .  I 'm  nev er go ing  to  g e t my Ph.D" now i f  
th e re  i s  nobody a t  home to  l e t  o f f  steam  to  um . . i n  a c tu a l  
f a c t  th e  f i r s t  p e rso n  I  m ight meet th e  n e x t day m ight be 
th e  postm an and he. m ight g e t th e  f u l l  fo rc e  o f  my a g g re s s io n  
because  I 'm  wound up from th e  day b e fo re ,  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  my
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postman d o e s n 't  h e 's  v e ry  n ic e ,  i t  would bo more l i k e l y  
to  be somebody who has p inched  my p a rk in g  space a t  th e  f l a t ,  
you know, and I  m ight say  "w e ll you know I 'm  h e re"  and a l l  
th e  r e s t  o f i t ,  o r  um . . somebody in  a shop who knocks in to  
me w ith  a t r o l l e y  o r som ething l i k e  t h a t  and a l l  s o r t s  o f 
o th e r  ways. Not th a t  I 'm  . . I  mean I  hope I 'm  n o t an 
a g g re s s iv e  p e rso n , b u t what I 'm  say in g  is ,o b v io u s ly  i t ' s  
r e p re s s e d  w hereas i f  you went home and d is c u s s e d  i t  w ith  
somebody I  th in k  i t  would o b v io u s ly  d i s s i p a t e .
'MY JOB'
INTERVIEWER Now to  tu r n  to  one more th in g ,  what do you see  a s  your job? 
How do you f e e l  abou t i t ?
JAMES W ell a t  th e  moment my jo b  a t  th e  OPen U n iv e r s i ty  a s  a  
r e s e a r c h  s tu d e n t um . . r e s e a rc h in g  in to  th e  a re a  o f  
c o g n a tiv e  com p lex ity  i s  r e a l l y  j u s t  a  c o n t in u a t io n  o f 
my hobby, b u t um . .  t r y in g  to  so lv e  th e  p roblem s o f  how 
p eo p le  th in k  and in  t r y in g  to  so lv e  th e  problem  o f how 
p eo p le  th in k .  I 'm  o b v io u s ly  t r y in g  to  so lv e  th e  problem  o f 
how I  th in k  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  m y se lf . So t h a t  is-w hy  I  I  f l y  
to  do ing  a  jig sa w  p u zz le  now and a g a in  i n  o rd e r  to  t r y  and 
^h ink  lo g i c a l l y  th ro u g h  t h i s  p ro c e d u re . I 'm  v e ry  i n t e r e s t e d  
in  how p eo p le  communicate w ith  o th e r  p e o p le , and how in  
a c tu a l  f a c t  th e y  fo rm u la te  o p in io n s  and id e a s  and m odels 
abo u t th e  w o rld , and i t  i n t r i g u e s  me and I  s t i l l  d o n 't  q u i te  
know how th e y  do i t .  I 'v e  c a l le d  t h i s  im . . p ro c e s s  o f 
how p eo p le  th in k ,  c o g n a tiv e  co m plex ity  w hich I  d o n 't  p a r t i c ­
u l a r l y  th in k  i s  a  good te rm , i t  may w e ll be c o g n a riv e  
s im p l ic i ty  o r  c o g n a tic e  n a iv e ty  a re  b e t t e r  te rm s , b u t I  th in k  
most p eo p le  and I  say  t h a t  w ith  tongue in  cheek a  b i t  
becau se  I  c a n ' t  s o r t  o f  say  f i f t y  p e r  c e n t o f  th e  p o p u la t io n ,  
say  th e  m a jo r i ty  o f  th e  p eo p le  um .  . th in k  i n  a  t o t a l l y  
con fused  manner abou t a l l  s o r t s  o f  th in g s  and on a l l  s o r t s  
o f to p i c s .  I  th in k  v e ry  v e ry  few peo p le  have any c l e a r  
um . . th o u g h t p a t t e r n s  abou t any p a r t i c u l a r  t o p i c .
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INTERVIEWER And y o u 'r e  hoping  to  f in d  some way o f c a te g o r is in g  p e o p le 's  
th o u g h t p a t te rn s ?
JAMES T h a t 's  r i g h t ,  I  th in k  i t ' s  e a s ie r  n o t to  speak abou t how 
you th in k  abou t th in g s ,  I  mean peo p le  d o n 't  l i k e  th in k in g ,  
i t ' s  h a rd  and i t ' s  d i f f i c u l t  and um . . i t ' s  e a s ie r  to  
muddle th ro u g h  l i f e  and blame everybody e l s e  you s e e , i t ' s  
th e  c o u n c i ls ' f a u l t ;  i t ' s  th e  g o v ern m en t's  f a u l t ;  um . . i f  
you go and buy a house and you p ic k ed  up th e  f i r s t  su rv ey o r 
e t c . ,  to  su rv ey  i t  and he d o e s n 't  make a good jo b , o f  co u rse  
i t ' s  th e  s u r v e y o r 's  f a u l t  t h a t  i t ,  you know, th e  house h as  
go t s in k in g  fo u n d a tio n s  o r  som eth ing ,w hereas i f  you had 
done a  su rv ey  o f su rv e y o rs  in  t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  r e g io n ,  what 
t h e i r  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  were and t h e i r  r e p u ta t io n  e t c . ,  you 
m ight have la n d ed  a  good one i f  you had th o u g h t abou t i t .
But th e  p ro c e s s  o f  th in k in g  th ro u g h  th e  prob lem s and s i t u a t i o n  
and w hether th e y  have g o t any g e n e ra l model th a t  th e y  can 
ap p ly  to  any s i t u a t i o n ,  o r w hether th e y  have g o t to  alw ays 
re a d  up abou t i t ,  f o r  exam ple: alw ays re a d  . . .  to  have re a d -  
th e  h i s t r o y  o f P o land  b e fo re  th e y  can answ er a  q u e s tio n  o f 
P o land ; to  w atch a  l o t  o f  v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  b e f o r f e  th e y  
can fo rm u la te  an o p in io n  abou t w hther programmes on t e l e v i s i o n  
c o n ta in  v io len ceo
INTERVIEWER I  th in k ,  I  th in k  i n  some c a se s  o b v io u s ly  you have g o t to  do 
t h a t ,  i t ' s  a  m a tte r  o f  how good your knowledge i s ,  i t ' s  no 
good me say in g  " I  th in k  t h e r e 's  to o  much v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n "  
u n le s s  I 'v e  a c tu a l ly  w atched t e l e v i s i o n .  I t  may w e ll  be t h a t  
t h e r e 's  no v io le n c e  a t  a l l  on t e l e v i s i o n ,  i f  I 'v e  n e v e r 
w atched i t  I  eo n t know. I ' l l  o n ly  have a  second hand o p in io n
JAMES No I  th in k  i t ' s  th e  way you s e t  ou t J e n ,  I  mean i f  you s e t  o u t 
to  a n a ly se  a  t e l e v i s i o n  programme, i f  you j u s t  w atch s o r t  o f 
any programme in  a w i l ly  n i l l y  way and th e n  somebody sa y s  
um . . a sk s  you abo u t t e l e v i s i o n  and you say  w e ll  o f  c o u rs e , 
y o u 'v e  w atched t e l e v i s i o n  every  n ig h t so you must have w atched  
th e  P r o f e s s io n a ls  and you must have w atched S ta rs k y  & Hutch
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e t c ,  a t  some tim e b u t you’ve never r e a l l y  though t abou t i t ,
I  mean t h a t ' s  one way o f s e t t i n g  ou t and th a t  I  would say 
i s  a very  muddled way o f p ro c e e d in g , b u t i f  you a c tu a l ly  
s o r t  o f s i t  down and th in k  now I 'm  j u s t  w ondering w hether 
t e l e v i s i o n  programmes a re  in  f a c t  v io l e n t .  I ' l l  w atch th e  
P ro f e s s io n a ls  to n ig h ts  and I ' l l  p a r t i c u l a r l y  you know, I ' l l  
lo o k  a t  e v e ry th in g  th a t  goes on, each sh o t and th e n  p e rh ap s  
watch i t  th e  week a f t e r  and say  compare i t  w ith  S ta rs k y  &
H utch o r som eth ing , y o u 'r e  ad o p tin g  a  d i f f e r e n t  p ro c e d u re , 
y o u 'r e  a d o p tin g  s o r t  o f d i f f e r e n t  th o u g h t p ro c e s s e s  a l to g e th e r  
b e c a u se . .  and a g a in  i t ' s  n o t on ly  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  v io le n c e  
on t e l e v i s i o n ,  i t ' s  th e  way peop le  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  communicate 
w ith  one a n o th e r  um . . some peop le  a re  v e ry  c le a r  in  th e  
way in  w hich th e y  th in k  um . . o th e rs  a re  much more co n fu sed , 
i t ' s  s o r t  o f  im p lie d  -  y o u 'v e  go t to  re a d  betw een th e  l i n e s ,  
so i t ' s .  . um . . 1  w o u ld n 't say  t h a t .  . . I  th in k  i t ' s  som ething  
c l a r i t y  o f  th o u g h t i s  som ething which one can develop  over th e  
y e a r s .
INTERVIEWER I  th in k  y o u 'v e  go t to  be c a r e fu l  w ith  com m unication because
com m unication can be a b b re v ia te d  by peop le  because o f  
f o r  in s ta n c e  a  sh a red  p e r s p e c t iv e ,  ta k e  an example from  my 
own l i f e ,  my w ife  w i l l  say  som ething l i k e  "oh I  want to  go to  
London t h i s  weekend" i t  would n ev er occu r to  me t h a t  she would 
want to  go anywhere o th e r  th a n  h e r  m o th e r 's  house i n  N orth  
London, I  assume i f  we a re  go ing  to  London we a re  g o in g  to  
see  my m other i n  law , b ecause  i f  she was go ing  somewhere 
e l s e ,  i f  f o r  in s ta n c e  she w anted to  go to  a  cinem a i n  London 
o r  a  th e a t r e  i n  London she would say  v e ry  s p e c i f i c a l l y  " I  want 
to  go and see  such and such in  London" r a th e r  th a n  " I  j u s t  
want to  go to  London" London i s  a  vague d e f i n i t i o n  b ecau se  
I  know th e re  i s  a  p a r t i c u l a r  p la c e  in  London o f  p a r t i c u l a r  
i n t e r e s t  to  h e r ,  t h a t ' s  a  sh a red  th in g ,  I  mean i t ' s  co n fu s in g  
to  o u ts id e r s  because  i t  seems you know where do we want to  go, 
b u t i t ' s  n o t co n fu s in g  to  e i t h e r  o f u s  because  we a r e  b o th  
p e r f e c t ly  w e ll aware t h a t  London means my m o th e r - in - la w 's  house 
from our p o in t  o f v iew , and t h i s  s o r t  o f sh a red  p e r s p e c t iv e
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l i e s  beh ind  a l o t  o f tru n c a te d  com m unication.
JAMES
INTERVIEWER
Yes. W ell t h a t  would ap p ly  a ls o  in  a work s i t u a t io n
Oh y e s  i t  d o es , I  mean p e o p le . . th e re  a re  u n d e rs ta n d in g ; 
abou t what p eo p le  a re  go ing  to  do.
JAMES
INTERVIEWER
I  mean f o r  example you s a id  t h i s  m orning " I 'm  go ing  over 
to  buy a new spaper" you d i d n 't  s t a t e  t h a t  you were go ing  
to  um . • what i s  i t  th e  fa rm e rs  o r w hatever
A c tu a lly  I  went to  th e  shop .
over
JAMES
INTERVIEWER
Or th e  shop , b u t I  knew t h a t  you were go ing  somewhere on 
thecam pus f o r  i t ,  e i t h e r  th e  b a r  n e a r  th e  r e f e c to r y ,  th e  
fa rm e rs ' den o r  th e  fa rm e rs  p a n try  o r  w h atev e r,
The b everage  b a r
JAMES
INTERVIEWER
The beverage  b a r ,  o r  you were go ing  to  th e  shop , when you 
s a id  " I  am g o ing  to  buy a  p ap er"  I  d i d n ' t  th in k  f o r  one moment 
t h a t  you were g o ing  to  th e  c i t y  c e n t r e .  But you d id  s t a t e  
t h a t  you would be back  in  f iv e  m in u tes , w hich by d e f i n i t i o n  
would mean t h a t  y o u w eren 't go ing  to  th e  c i t y  c e n tre  becau se  
you c o u ld n ' t  g e t up th e re  and back  i n  f iv e  m in u te s . So in  
t h a t  r e s p e c t  th e r e  was some s o r t  o f  sh a re d  p e r s p e c t iv e .
I t ' s  um . . p eo p le  have sh a red  p e r s p e c t iv e  abou t w hat th e y  
mean, by p a r t i c u l a r  q u i te  s h o r t  s e n te n c e s  and th e s e  a re  v e ry  
o f te n  q u i te  p r iv a t e ,  so to  o v e rh ea r th e  c o n v e rs a t io n  o f  two 
p eo p le  who know each  o th e r  i s  o f te n  to  h e a r  what sounds l i k e  
muddled and con fu sed  th in k in g ,  w herèas in  f a c t  th e y c b n 't  have 
to  say  a l o t  becau se  h av ing  s a id  q u i te  a  s h o r t  s e n te n c e  th e y  
know th a t  th e y  have d i r e c te d  th e  o th e r  p e r s o n 's  a t t e n t i o n  to  
a  whole ran g e  o f  im p lie d  m eanings because  th e y  sh a re  th e s e  
im p lie d  m eanings, th e y  a re  co n sc io u s  o f  s h a r in g  them th e re  
i s  no need f o r  them to  add th e  g r e a t  mass o f  . * .
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JAMES I  th in k  h e re  a lso  we a re  go ing  in to  th e  rea lm s o f d i f f e r e n t  
s o r t s  o f com m unication and d i f f e r e n t  s o r t s  o f  c o n v e rsa t io n  
and o b v io u s ly  I'M  p a r t i c u a l r l y  i n t e r e s t e d  in  th e  s o r t  o f 
in fo rm a l s o r t  o f in fo rm a l c o n v e rs a t io n  which one m ight have 
in  a c o ffe e  b a r  o f th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  b u t u n fo r tu n a te ly  
I  c a n 't  s i t  in  th e  c o ffe e  b a r  o f th e  Open U n iv e rs i ty  w ith  
my ta p e  re c o rd e r  and ta p e  th e se  in fo rm a l c o n v e rs a t io n s  
which I  m ight have w ith  you and somebody e l s e  e t c . ,  e t c . . ,  
s im ply  because  I 'm  n o t go ing  to  make a v e ry  good re c o rd in g  
so to  a c e r t a in  e x te n t  um . . any o f  th e  in te rv ie w s  which 
I  conduct have go t to  be in  a f a i r l y  fo rm al s e t t i n g ,  um . . 
when I  am go ing  to  say  to  you "w e ll lo o k  I 'm  i n t e r e s t e d  
in  what peop le  th in k  and I 'm  go ing  to  have a  c o n v e rs a tio n  
w ith  you on e ig h t  to p ic s "
INTERVIEWER Yes i t ' s  um . .
JAMES I t ' s  u n fo r tu n a te  b u t i t ' s  th e  on ly  way o f um .  . g e t t in g  
um . . a c o n v e rsa tio n  and ta p in g  i t  um . . a  c o n v e rs a t io n  
w hich i s  s o r t  o f  s t r u c tu r e d  in  some way i f  you know what 
I  mean, so t h a t  you can lo o k  a t  t h e i r  th o u g h t p ro c e s s e s ,  
o th e rw ise  y o u 'r e  g o ing  to  g e t b i t s  o f  d i f f e r e n t  c o n v e rs a t io n
INTERVIEWER Yes I  th in k  we had b e t t e r  draw th e  in te rv ie w  to  a  c lo s e  now 
James becau se  . . . .
JAMES
's ' Ü '
Yes th e re  was o n ly  two o the r th in g s  w hich you w ere supposed 
to  a sk  me which was how i n t e r e s t e d  am I  in  to p i c s  i n  th e  
news?
INTERVIEWER Yes w e ll I ' l l  ask  you th a t  now b e fo re  we ru n  o u t o f  ta p e
JAMES O.K. and how in form ed  I  am.
INTERVIEWER O.K. th e n  how in t e r e s t e d  and how in form ed  a re  you?
JAMES W ell b a s i c a l ly  I 'm  v ery  i n t e r e s t e d  in  to p ic s  in  th e  news b u t .
2 7 ]
I  don ’ t  have tim e to  lo llo w  th e  nows v ery  much on th e  
t e l e v i s i o n  o r th e  r a d io ,  o r re a d  th e  new spapers, I  re a d  
th e  Sunday O bserver and th e  G uard ian  on a  Tuesday and 
Thursday and t h a t ' s  abou t i t .  But I  w o u ld n 't  say  t h a t  . 
I  would say th a t  I 'm  q u i te  i n t e r e s t e d ,  b u t ,  on th e  o th e r  
hand I 'm  n o t p a r t i c u l a r l y  w e ll in fo rm ed .
INTERVIEWER I  s e e , t h i s  i s  p a r t l y  because  your r e s e a r c h  work ta k e s  up 
so much o f your tim e .
JAMES My re s e a rc h  work ta k e s  up a l l  o f  ray tira e , and I  d o n 't  have 
th e  tirae and a t  th e  raoment I  d o n 't  see  i t  a s  a  n e c e s s i ty  
to  be th a t  w e llin fo rraed  abou t ité ra s  i n  th e  news, a p a r t  
from jo b s  w hich a re  go ing  in  u n i v e r s i t i e s  o r p o ly s  O.K.
INTERVIEWER O.K. th an k  you.
LAND
TERVIEWER
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T R A N S C R I P T  10
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  John
R ight John what a re  your v iew s on th e  s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland 
a t  th e  moment?
UN ( lo n g  pause) My main problem  in  answ ering  th a t  q u e s tio n  
i s  in  d e c id in g  w hether to  answ er i t ,  in  o th e r  w ords, n o rm ally  
speak in g  I  d o n 't  go around g iv in g  peo p le  my o p in io n s  on 
s i t u a t i o n s  anyw here, and o f c o u rse , n o rm ally  peo p le  do n o t 
ask  what my o p in io n  i s  o f  a s i t u a t i o n  so urn., j u s t
t r e a t i n g  t h i s  a s  a s o r t  o f n a t u r a l i s t i c  e n c o u n te r , I  d o n 't  
im m ediate ly  have a  view w hich I  would g iv e  in d ep en d en t o f 
a sk in g  f o r  in s ta n c e ,  why a re  you a sk in g  me t h a t  q u e s tio n ?  
and making a l l  s o r t s  o f  a t t r i b u t i o n s  abou t who you a re  i f  I  
d i d n 't  know you were in te rv ie w in g  me f o r  a  s p e c i f i c  p u rp o se ,
I  would have had some background in fo rm a tio n  abou t you b e fo re  
you asked  t h a t ,  and th e r e f o r e ,  t a i l o r e d  my r e p ly  a c c o rd in g  
to  th o se  p e r c e p t io n s .
'ERVIEWER Yes.
So th e  im p o rtan t p o in t  I  th in k  a s  f a r  a s  re sp o n d in g  to  a  
q u e s tio n  i s  who i s  a sk in g  i t  and why, and urn.. I  don ' see  
m y se lf th in k in g  abou t an  is s u e  l i k e  t h a t  in d ep en d en t o f  t h a t  
s o r t  o f  p e rc e p t io n .  So um .. I  would have to  c a te g o r is e  you 
in  some way b e fo re  I  was a b le  to  re sp o n d  to  t h a t  q u e s t i o n . .
ERVIEWER Can you c a te g o r is e  me r i g h t  now?
No what I 'm  th in k in g  o f  i s  t h a t  you have o b v io u s ly  ask ed  th a t  
q u e s tio n  which i s  a  p o l i t i c a l  q u e s t io n  o f  con tem porary  s i g n i f ­
ic a n c e  to  e l i c i t  some s o r t  o f  id e a  abou t um .. my p o s i t i o n  on 
some s o r t  o f spectrum  p o l i t i c a l l y  p e rh ap s  um .. p e rh a p s  a l s o  on 
te rm s o f  aw areness and i n t e r e s t  in  c u r re n t  e v e n ts  t h a t ' s  
r e p o r te d  in  th e  m edia. I  th in k  on most i s s u e s  o f  t h a t  s o r t  
I  would have a f a i r l y  complex view , w hich i s  n o t th e  s o r t  o f  
view which one would r e p o r t  in  everyday  c o n v e rs a t io n , in  o th e r  
w ords, in  a b r i e f  en co u n te r in  a  pub when someone sa y s  "w hat do
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you th in k  abou t th e  s i t u a t io n  in  Poland" 1 would say som ething 
l i k e  " i t ' s  p r e t t y  d i f f i c u l t ,  lo o k s  a b i t  um .. edgy a t  th e  
moment a s  f a r  a s  th e  P o le s  them se lv es  a re  concerned , i t  p o ses  
a l l  s o r t s  o f  t h r e a t s  to  w orld  peace" and g e n e ra l ly  sp eak in g  
go on a t  a  s o r t  o f n e u t r a l ,  uncommited l e v e l ,  a s  norm al 
c o n v e rsa tio n  does go ono The um'o. c o n v e rsa tio n  on ly  becomes 
s ig n i f i c a n t  a s  d i s t i n c t  from m erely  b e in g  c o n v e rsa tio n  a s  one 
p e rsu e s  th e  h idden  b e l i e f s  and v a lu e s  o f  th e  p a r t i c i p a n t s ,  
and n o rm ally  speak in g  I  w o u ld n 't be i n t e r e s t e d  in  p e rs u in g
in  v a lu e  in  such c o n v e rs a t io n s ,  abou t th e  r i g h t s  
and wrongs o f  t r a d e  u n io n s  v e rsu s  governm ents, be th e y  
Communist o r  c a p i t a l i s t ,  umm.. about human r i g h t s  o r  w h a te v e r, 
um .. I  m ight be more in t e r e s t e d  in  co n v e rs in g  abou t th e  b e l i e f s  
a s p e c t ,  you know, what a re  th e  chances o f p a r t i c u l a r  th in g s  
happening  in  th e  fu tu r e  b ased  on some model o f b e h a v io u r by 
th e  r e le v a n t  p a r t i e s ,  th e  R u ss ian s  o r  th e  S o l id a r i t y  p eo p le  
a s  an a s p e c t  o f p e o p le 's  b eh av io u r g e n e r a l ly .  So th a t  I  would 
make a  f a i r l y  f irm  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een th e  b e l i e f  s id e  o f  i s s u e s  
f a c t s  i n  one sense  -  b u t I  r e a l i s e  t h a t  th e  f a c t s  a r e  o n ly  f a c t s  
w ith in  a  p a r t i c u l a r  way o f  v iew ing  th e  w o rld , b u t n o t ab o u t th e  
v a lu e  s id e  o f  i t  m uch,because I 'm  on ly  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p e rs u in g  
d i f f e r e n c e s  in  v a lu e s  betw een m yself and o th e r  p e o p le , w ith  
peop le  I  in te n d  to  have a  much c lo s e r  r e l a t i o n s h ip  w ith ,  th a n  
one h as  i n  th e  co u rse  o f  a  norm al e n c o u n te r . So um.o I  need  
prom pting  now.
?VIEWEE You need a  prom pt? Do you know any P o l is h  p eo p le  -  have you 
g o t s o r t  o f  f i r s t  hand in fo rm a tio n  abou t th e  s i tu a t io n ?
No, no f i r s t  hand in fo rm a tio n ,, w h a tso ev er.
[VIEWER You d o n 't  a c t u a l l y  know any P o lis h  p eo p le  in  England?
As f a r  a s  I  know, I  d o n 't  no# I  have met P o l is h  p eo p le  i n  
th e  p a s t  o b v io u s ly , b u t in  th e  lo n g  p a s t ,  I  know s e v e r a l  p e o p le , 
and some v ery  w e ll ,  from E a s te rn  Europe b u t n o t P o land  in  
p a r t i c u l a r , so I  have f a i r  a p p re c ia t io n  o f what l i v i n g  in  an 
E a s te rn  European s i t u a t i o n  i s  lik e *
) len ce  on T e le v is io n
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^ERVIEWER Yes. R iglt um have you go t any view s abou t v io le n c e  on 
te le v is io n ?
[IN Yes a g a in  1 have to  d e c o n s tru c t th e  q u e s t io n - I  th in k  n a tu r a l ly  
a s  an i n t e l l e c t u a l ,  I  um .. i f  I  am ta k in g  th a t  q u e s tio n
s e r io u s ly  r a th e r  th a n  a s  one which i s  p a r t  o f a s o c ia l  
e n c o u n te r , I  have to  be c o n s tru c t iv e  to  my te rm in o lo g y  which 
b ro a d ly  sp eak in g  say s  th a t  i t  i s  m is lead in g  to  t a l k  o f  a th in g
such a s  view s b ecause  th e y  do p a r t i t i o n  to  b e l i e f s  on th e  one
hand ,and  v a lu e s  on th e  o th e r .  In  o th e r  words a sse ssm en ts  o f a 
cause o r c h a ra c te r  betw een p a r t i c u l a r  im ages and p a r t i c u l a r  
b eh av io u r f o r  in s ta n c e ,  and on th e  o th e r  hand th e  d i f f e r e n t  
v a lu e s  which i s  p o s s ib le  to  p la c e  on th e  d i f f e r e n t  b e h a v io u rs  
which produce p e r h a p s , in  o th e r  words some p eo p le  may say  th a t  
um .. v io le n c e  on th e  f o o tb a l l  f i e l d  cau ses  w ith  c e r t a in t y  o r 
w ith  a  s p e c i f i c  p r o b a b i l i t y ,  v io le n c e  on th e  t e r r a c e s  o r  th e  
su rro u n d in g  s t r e e t s  a f te rw a rd s ,  um .. and t h a t ' s  q u i te  
d i s t i n c t  from th e  v a lu e  o r d is v a lu e  you p la c e  on th e  b e h a v io u r 
which you o bserve  o f f  th e  s t r e e t ,  so t h i s  f a i l u r e  to  d is e n ta n g le  
th e  b e l i e f s  and v a lu e  a s p e c ts  a s  a  f a t a l  flaw  o f most id s c u s s io n s  
So a s  on most th in g s  I  would never o r p ro b ab ly  n ev e r s ig n  a 
ze ro  p r o b a b i l i t y  to  th e r e  b e in g  some cause o r  c o n n e c tio n  
betw een th e  appearance  o f  c e r t a in  s o r t s  o f  im ages on t e l e v i s i o n  
and c e r t a in  s o r t s  o f  b eh av io u r o n ly  a  f o o l  say s  th e r e  i s  no 
co n n e c tio n , o n ly  a  fo o l  su g g e s ts  t h a t  th e r e  i s  a  d e te r m in i s t i c  
c o n n ec tio n  o f th e  s o r t  w hich opponents o f  Mrs W hitehouse um 
p u t fo rw ard . So th e r e  i s  some p r o b a b i l i t y  betw een nough t and 
a  hundred th a t  p a r t i c u l a r  im ages cause p a r t i c u l a r  b e h a v io u r  and 
u n fo r tu n a te ly  we a l s o  have to  c o n fro n t th e  f a c t  t h a t  even i f  
you e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  t h a t  p r o b a b i l i t y  was f i f t y  seven  p e r  c e n t 
i t  d o e s n 't  have any s ig n i f ic a n c e  u n t i l  you have e v a lu a te d  
th a t  b eh av io u r in  te rm s o f  some m oral o r  o th e r  n o rm ativ e  
s c a le .  So th a t  my v iew s a re  de-com plex and p l u r a l i s t i c  in  th e  
sense  t h a t  I  b e l ie v e  t h a t  th e re  a re  a wide v a r i e ty  o f  te n a b le  
p r o b a b i l i t i e s  i . e .  t h a t  th e  ev idence i s  n o t co n v in c in g  one way 
o r th e  o th e r  and p e rh ap s  n ev er can b e , and p l u r a l i s t i c  in  th e  s e ­
nse t h a t  I  b e l ie v e  peop le  a re  e n t i t l e d  to  t h e i r  own e v a lu a t io n  
o f t h i s  w ith in  p r e t t y  b road  l i m i t s .
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TERVIEWER W o u l d  y o u  s e e  s p o r t s  s u c h  a s  j u d o  a n d  b o x i n g  a s  f r i n g e  
v i o l e n c e ?
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I  m j u s t  t r y in g  to  c a p tu re  th e  th o u g h ts  th a t  a re  r a c in g  
th rough  my head and c o n ce p ts  such a s  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  come 
in to  i t , a s  w e ll a s  d e f in in g  v io le n c e  and I  su sp e c t t h a t  I 'm  
t r y in g  to  th in k  w hether v io le n c e  d o e s n 't  have an i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  
component to  i t  i n . . . . .  I  d o n 't  see box ing  o r judo  a s  
a n y th in g  b u t boxing  o r judo  r e a l l y ,  I  have my own c o n c e p tio n s  
o f them b u t I  d o n 't  th in k  th a t  I  t r a n s l a t e  them in  th e  way th a t  
y o u 'r e  su g g e s tin g . In  o th e r  words i t  d o e s n 't  map on to  some 
o th e r  th in g  th e y  a re  j u s t  what th e y  a r e .  They cou ld  have 
o b v io u s ly  v io le n t  c o n n o ta tio n s  b u t th e y  s o r t  o f . .  I 'm  n o t 
su re  what th e  g ram m atical term  i s ,  b u t y o u 'r e  w an ting  to  um 
im ply th a t  th e y  a re  som ething e l s e ,  i n  th a t  c a s e . . . .
Could you say  t h a t ,  o r  would you say t h a t  th ey  a re  v io le n t  
a c ts ?
T h a t 's  f o r  b e in g  m o re . . .  i t ' s  more c l e a r e r  t h a t  you a re
3-bout th e  meaning o f  th e  term  v io le n c e  r a t h e r  th a n  
^ ^ y th in g  e l s e  and um .. th e r e f o r e ,  to  me i f  y o u 'r e  a sk in g  
abou t i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  um .. when I  smack my c h i ld ,  i f  I  do, 
w hether I  am engag ing  in  a  v io le n t  a c t  w i l l  to  me depend on 
th e  in t e n t i o n  b eh in d  th e  a c t .  So t h a t  a  b oxer who h a s  engaged 
w ith in  c e r t a in  r u l e s  and norm s, in  box ing  h i t s  h i s  o p ponen t, 
i t  would depend u l t im a te ly  I  would th in k  on h i s  i n t e n t i o n ,  
w hether I  would l i k e  to  c a l l  i t  a  v io le n t  a c t  i f  he was 
um .. n o t m o tiv a ted  by m a lic e , h a t re d  and a  s p e c i f i c  w ish  to  do 
harm f o r  i t s  own sake a s  d i s t i n c t  from to  win th e  c o n te s t ,  
th e n  I  d o n 't  th in k  I  would l i k e  to  c a l l  i t  v io le n c e .
RVIEWER Would you say  th in g s  l i k e  th e  P r o f e s s io n a ls  o r  K ojak on 
te l e v i s i o n  which a re  f a i r l y  v io le n t  in  th e m se lv es  a id  
v io le n c e  in  f a m i l ie s ?  E s p e c ia l ly  i f  c h i ld r e n  o f  a  p a r t i c u l a r  
fam ily  w atch th e se  programm es.
T h a t 's  a complex q u e s tio n  and a b i t  load ed  I  th in k ,  um .. a s  
I  s a id  b e fo re  I  th in k  a l l  th e se  a sse ssm e n ts  o f  e f f e c t  must
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e s s e n t i a l l y  be p r o b a b a l i s t ic  and what 1 d o n 't  want to  g iv e  
you i s ,  any su g g e s tio n  th a t  i f  I s a id  "y es  I  do th in k  th e re  
i s  some in f lu e n c e  o f a cause o r c h a ra c te r "  th a t  i s  o f  any 
s ig n if ic a n c e  compared w ith  th e  d if f e re n c e  betw een say in g  th a t  
th e  in f lu e n c e s  t h i r t e e n  p e r  c e n t o r f i f t y  th r e e  p e rc e n t o r 
n in e ty  seven  p e r c en t because th e  problem  w ith  t a lk in g  abou t 
th e se  th in g s  i s  th a t  i f  you say t h e r e 's  a  co n n e c tio n  a 
c a u s a t io n  ly in g  from one th in g  to  a n o th e r , th e  d ia c o to n o u s  
s o r t  o f b in a ry  way norm al p eo p le , norm al c o n v e rs a t io n , norm al 
modes o f  th o u g h t, norm al c o n s tru c ts  ah f o r c e s ,  le a d s  p eo p le  
to  in te r p r e tu d u s ,  to  be say in g  a  hundred p e rc e n t ,  so o f  c o u rse , 
I  would say  "yes"  depending on th e  c h i ld  and th e  background , 
th e  r e c e p t io n  o f  an image from th e  sc re e n  may s h i f t  th e  
p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  him go ing  ou t and com m iting a  p a r t i c u l a r  a c t  
from N to  N p lu s  one o r  N p lu s  te n  p e r  c e n t um ..  b e in g  a 
much more im p o rta n t f a c t  i s  what i s  he and w hether N p lu s  
te n  i s  a t  a l l  s i g n i f i c a n t  and im in e n t. I f  we d ec id ed  i t  was 
s ig n i f i c a n t  th e re  a re  many more im p o rta n t q u e s t io n s  to  be 
answ ered b e fo re  we ta k e  any a c t io n  in  r e l a t i o n  to  t h a t  
p a r t i c u l a r  im age. F or exam ple: what o th e r  im ages he would 
be g e t t in g  and how do we go abou t e v a lu a tin g  th e  b e h a v io u r .
I t ' s  ty p i c a l  to  ta k e  th e  easy  c a se s  o f th e  v io le n c e  on th e  
sc re e n w ith  th e  v io le n c e  on th e  s t r e e t s  b u t ,  i f  you a re  to  
ta k e  a c t io n  on th e  b a s i s  o f  some cause o r  c o n n e c tio n  th e n  
I  th in k  th a t  you a re  commited to  s c a l in g  a l l  s o r t s  o f  
b e h a v io u rs  on some s o r t  o f  m oral s c a le ,  s o c ia l  u t i l i t y  s c a le  
and do ing  i t  s y s te m a t ic a l ly  and th e  p eo p le  who w ish  to  do i t ,  
on th e  b a s i s  o f  one f a i r l y  r e s t r i c t e d  and"easy" i n  q u o te s  
case  i . e .  p eo p le  b e in g  bashed  up on th e  s c re e n  g o in g  o u t 
mugging, h a v e n 't  r e a l l y  ad d re ssed  th e  i s s u e .  I 'm  j u s t  g e t t in g  
a  s l i g h t  s u s p ic io n  t h i s  i s  r e a l l y  abou t ray a t t i t u d e  to  v io le n c e  
r a th e r  th a n  my th in k in g  so you had b e t t e r  prom pt me a g a in .
ERVIEWER Not n e c e s s a r i l l y  a c t u a l l y ,  I  mean I 'm  more i n t e r e s t e d  in  th e  
c o n te n t o f  what y o u 'r e  sa y in g , n o t in  any p a r t i c u l a r  a t t i t u d e  
a t  a l l .  R ig h t, a  few weekends ago, in  f a c t  I  th in k  i t  was 
a t  th e  end o f  August a  fe llo w  c ro sse d  th e  ch an n e l u s in g  a 
b a llo o n  and s o la r  energy  a s  th e  power f o r c e ,  b a l lo o n in g  i s  
becom ing more and more p o p u la r do you see  i t  a s  a  p o t e n t i a l  
form o f t r a v e l i n  th e  fu tu re ?
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^  W ell l i t e r a l l y  o b v io u sly  i t  would b e s i l l y  to  d is a g re e , some
p eop le  w i l l  o b v io u s ly  t r a v e l  in  b a l lo o n s ,  I  would th in k ,  in  
th e  f u tu r e ,  i f  you mean um .. th a t  i t  w i l l  become somewhat 
more s ig n i f i c a n t  in  te rm s o f  a lm ost a  p u b lic  t r a n s p o r t  system ,
I  d o n 't  know w hether I  have enough knowledge to  make any s o r t  
o f assessm en t abou t t h a t ,  my n a iv e  i n t u i t i o n s  a re  th a t  th e  
te ch n o lo g y  i s  p ro b ab ly  in a d e q u a te  to  c a r ry  many peop le  a t  any 
g r e a t  speed and th e r e f o r e ,  o n e 's  a sse ssm en ts  r e a l l y  co;me down 
to  "thinking w hether peo p le  a re  go ing  to  be happy to  d r i f t  
around a t  a  f a i r l y  slow r a t e  and low num bers, r a th e r  th a n  
g e t from A to  B f a i r l y  q u ic k ly . I  suppose I  see  i t  a s  
expand ing , more peo p le  do ing  what th e y  a re  doing now in  
b a l lo o n s ,  b u t n o t r e a l l y  a s  a  mode o f t r a v e l .
ERVIEWER Yes th e  fe llo w  used  a  s p e c ia l  " ty p e  o f b a l lo o n ,  I  th in k  i t
was double sk inned  and o b v io u s ly  s o la r  €nergy p lay ed  q u i te  
a  b ig  p a r t . I  th in k  th e re  were l i t t l e  s o la r  c e l l s  sewn in to  
th e  sk in  a t  some p o in t ,  um .. Are you i n t e r e s t e d  i n  so larx , 
energy  in  th e  form o f s o la r  h e a t in g  a s  an  a l t e r n a t i v e  form 
o f te c h n o lo g y .
N W ell, what a re  my a t t i t u d e s  to  energy  c o n s e rv a tio n , a l t e r n a t i v e
te ch n o lo g y , economic g row th , um .. what s o r t  o f  economy do I  
want to  s e e ,  y o u 'r e  a sk in g  me abou t my v a lu e s  th e r e ,  b u t  I  
d o n 't  th in k  a g a in  I  can answ er w ith o u t i n s i s t i n g  on th e  
im portance  o f  b e l i e f s  a s  w e ll a s  d i s t i n c t  from v a lu e s ,  ab o u t 
what i s  go ing  to  happen w ith in  p a r t i c u l a r  a rran g em en ts  um .. 
and what s o r t  o f  tim e h o riz o n  one ta k e s .  I 'm  n o t t e r r i b l y . . .
I  th in k  I  am a c t u a l l y ,  I  am v e ry  co n sc io u s  o f  tim e p o s s i b i l i t i e s  
and I  suppose i f  I  had an a t t i t u d e  to  ego n u t s , i t  i s  th e y  
d o n 't  have much sen se  o f  tim e and th a t  most d i f f e r e n c e s  and 
most c o n f l i c t s  ov er a  l o t  o f  th e se  energy  i s s u e s  a re  
d i f f e r e n c e s  in  th e  tim e p e rc e p tio n  r a t h e r  th a n  u l t im a te  v a lu e s ,
I  th in k  most p eo p le  a s  b e in g  in  a re  in  fa v o u r  o f
energy  c o n s e rv a t io n , n o t e x p lo i t in g  n a tu r a l  so u rc e s , n o t 
d ig g in g  up n ic e  c o u n try  s id e  o r no t hav ing  n u c le a r  power p l a n t s
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i f  i t  i s  p o s s ib le  to  go t energy  e f f i c i e n t l y  in  o th e r  ways 
e tc .! , b u t ,  u n le s s  one s p e c i f i e s  very  c le a r ly  what s o r t  o f 
tim e one i s  w i l l in g  to  ta k e , and Miat s o r t  o f t r a d e  o f f  
one i s  w i l l in g  to  make w ith  o th e r  th in g s ,  th e  d is c u s s io n  
d o e s n 't  g e t very  f a r ,  m erely  by say in g  "y es  I 'm  in  fav o u r 
o f t h a t  o r .  I 'm  a g a in s t  th e  o th e r  th in g " .  As b e fo re  i t  i s  up to  
each in d iv id u a l  to ,  in  my view to  make t h e i r  assessm en t o f  th e s e  
th in g s ,  b o th  on th e  p r o b a b i l i t y  s id e  and th e  u t i l i t y  s id e .
I t ' s  th e  ta s k  o f  a p o l i t i c a l  p ro c e s s  to  b r in g  th o se  d i f f e r e n t  
b e l i e f s  and v a lu e s  to g e th e r  and produce an answ er. Not com­
m itte d  to  say in g  th a t  th e  p o l i t i c a l  p ro c e s s e s  c u r r e n t ly  i t  
o p e ra te s  i s  d es ig n ed  to  do so , oOr does i t  in  a f a i r  way.
T h a t 's  what i t  ought to  do.
R ig h t, yodre n o t go ing  to  l i k e  th e  n ex t q u e s tio n  p ro b ab ly  
b ecause  i t ' s  go ing  to  ask  f o r  a t t i t u d e s  a g a in . I 'm  g o ing  to  
ask  you, have you go t any v iew s abou t th e  developm ent o f  th e  
t h i r d  w orld , p o l i t i c a l l y  and econom ica lly?
Yes w e ll I  d o n 't  mind answ erin g , b u t a s  you would e x p e c t i t ' s  
th e  same s o r t  o f answ er. I  th in k  . . .  i t ' s  you k n o w ... a p a r t  
from tim e p a s s in g  in  th e  b a r  o r  a t  c o n fe re n c e s  to  th e  c o n v e rte d  
w hich I 'm  a l l  i n  fav o u r o f  a s  a  s o r t  o f s o c ia l  a c t i v i t y .
A sking f o r  p e o p le 's  v iew s abou t th in g s  i s  th e  most m is le a d in g  
o r u n h e lp fu l th in g  one co u ld  p o s s ib ly  a sk  a b o u t, I  mean I  n ev e r 
a sk  f o r  an y b o d y 's  v iew s m y se lf because  I 'm  b a s i c a l ly  n o t 
i n t e r e s t e d  in  t h e i r  v iew s -  I  d o n 't  th in k .  Any more th a n  I  
would ex p ec t them to  be i n t e r e s t e d  in  my v ie w s. I f  we a re  go ing  
to  engage in  more th a n  s o r t  o f c h i t  c h a t o r  p a r ty  p o l i t i c s  
p a r ty  p o l i t i c i n g  in  o rd e r  to  p e rsu e  power and i f  you w ant to  g e t 
power t h a t ' s  f in e  um ..and  you use  a l l  means , l i k e  um g a th e r in g  
to g e th e r  peop le  who say  th e y  have th e  same v iew s a s  you h av e . 
U n less  y o u 'r e  do ing  th a t  th e n  view s on any p a r t i c u l a r  th in g  a re  
n o t o f g r e a t  i n t e r e s t  because  th e y  w i l l ,o n ly  be a  p a le  r e f l e c t ­
io n  o f much deeper v a lu e s  and b e l i e f s  and th a t  i s  th e  th in g  
which i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  to  t a l k  abou t I  th in k .  So I  w i l l  be happy 
to  s t a r t  o f f  w ith  t a lk in g  abou t th e  t h i r d  w orld  b u t a s  a  means 
o n ly  o f coming down to  th e  u n d e r ly in g  assu m p tio n s on m oral o r
2 7 9
MGER STRIKERS
'ERVIEWER
e t h i c a l  s o r t  on the  one hand and the b e l i e f s  about c a u s a tio n  
and th e  n a tu r a l  human on th e  o th e r .  For in s ta n c e ,
about e a r th q u a k e s  -  d i s a s t e r  r e l i e f  in  the t h i r d  w orld , th a t  
s o r t  o f q u e s tio n  i s  ex trem ely  in t e r e s t i n g  because  i t  does 
r a i s e  a l l  th e  i s s u e s  about th e  r e l a t io n s h ip  betw een man, h i s  
h i s  environm ent um .. what a re  th e  cause o r p ro c e s s e s  and 
c o n n e c tio n s . In  o th e r  w ords I  am on ly  i n t e r e s t e d  in  ta lk in g  
abou t th e  fu n d am en ta ls  and a n y , . . .  an y th in g  e l s e ,  an y th in g  
o th e r  th a n  t h a t i s  s o r t  o f  phenomena o f s o c ia l  c h i t  c h a t .
R igh t f a i r l y  r e c e n t ly ,  I  th in k  i t  was over th e  weekend, um .. 
a  hunger s t r i k e  came to  an end in  th e  Maize p r is o n ,  up u n i t l  
th e  tim e t h a t  i t  was c a l le d  o f f ,  would you have s a id  t h a t  th e se  
p r i s io n e r s  sho u ld  have been  g iv en  p o l i t i c a l  s ta tu s ?
m W ell I 'm  c l e a r ly  n o t go ing  to  answ er t h a t  q u e s t io n .  Y o u 'l l  
ex p ec t from what I 'v e  s a id  b e fo re ,  u m ...  I  would answ er i t  
o n ly  i n d i r e c t l y  in  te rm s o f what I . . .  what I  th in k  th e  governm ent 
ought to  have done, g iv en  my i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  what th e y  a re  
s e e k in g . T hat to  me c o n s i s t s  o f my p u t t in g  m y se lf i n  th e  
g o v e rn m e n t's  sh o es , a s s e s s in g  th e  d i f f e r e n t - u m . . outcom es 
th e y 'r e  se e k in g  i n  te rm s o f  what i s  l i k e l y  to  happen i f  th e y  
do t h i s  o r  d o n 't  do t h a t ,  what a re  th e  p o l i t i c a l  consequences 
and in  a  word se e k in g  what was th e  r a t i o n a l  s t r a t e g y  f o r  them .
In  o th e r  w ords I  suppose you know .. i t  i s  q u i te  i n t e r e s t i n g  
why I  d o n 't  o f f e r  an answ er -  i s  th a t  I  th in k  I  d o n 't  o f f e r  
an answ er ex cep t in  a  d e c is io n  s i t u a t i o n  in  o th e r  w ords, I  have 
a  l o t  o f . . .  on a  l o t  o f  th e s e  is s u e s  I  have a  v a s t  am ount, 
f a r  to o  much a c t u a l l y ,  in fo rm a tio n  f l o a t in g  around  in  my 
mind um .. b u t i t ' s  n e v e r . . .  i t  ta k e s  I  th in k  a  p r o b a b a l i s t i c  
form , even on th e  v a lu e  s id e ,  you know, I  m ay.«. I 'm  n o t c e r t a in  
abou t my p re fe ra n c e s  o r my v a lu e s  alw ays so u n t i l  I  would 
a c tu a l ly  have to  ta k e  a  d e c is io n  which i s  o f r e a l  consequence 
to  me I  d o n 't  n e c e s s a r i l l y  have a  p o s i t io n  and um .. I  o n ly  
r e a l i s e d  what my p o s i t io n  was a f t e r  -  hav ing  b e in g  com m itted 
to  i t  by a  d e c is io n  and th e  d e c is io n  would be I  su p p o se , to  
be p u t on th e  sp o t abou t what my view i s  and in  c irc u m s ta n c e s
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o th e r  th an  t h i s  s o r t  o f one, I  may no t be a b le  to  um .. be a s  
ev as iv e  a s  I  am h e re ,  a lth o u g h  t h i s  would be my b e t t e r ,  more 
c o r r e c t  r e p o r t  and i f  I  was sudden ly  co n fro n te d  on t e l e v i s i o n  
w ith  a n e c e s s i ty  to  g iv e  an answ er to  th a t  p a r t i c u l a r  q u e s tio n .
'ERVIEWER Of cou rse  on t e l e v i s i o n ,  you cou ld  alw ays say  you a re  n o t 
go ing  to  comment on th e  m a tte r .
3IES
ÜRVIEWER
Yes b u t th e n  I  have to  sum up th e  c o s t to  m yself o f  a p p e a r in g  
th a t  way on t e l e v i s i o n  because  th e  power o f  th e  medium, i s  
immense -  to  p o r t r a y  t h a t  s o r t  o f  answ er in  a  n e g a tiv e  way, 
i n  f a c t ,  th e  la rg e  amount o f  th e  problem s in  a l l  th e  m edia 
and much much much more concern  to  me th a n  th e  e f f e c t s  th ro u g h  
v io le n c e , I  su sp e c t a re  t h i s  a b i l i t y  to  p o r t r a y  p eo p le  who 
a re  u n c e r ta in  abou t th in g s  in  a  p o s i t i v e  wayo The p o l i t i c i a n  
who comes over i s  alw ays th e  p e rso n  who i s  dogm atic , a u t h o r i t ­
a r ia n  abou t h i s  b e l i e f s ,  abou t what i s  go ing  to  happen tom orrow , 
n ex t week, n ex t y e a r  and i s  q u i te  adamant abou t what i s  q u i t e  
p ro p e r  and good and so on . The p e rso n  who d o e s n 't  know, i s  
u n c e r ta in  g e ts  a  v e ry  bad p r e s s .  The p e rso n  who i s  h o n e s t 
in  o th e r  w ords.
R ig h t . Have you g o t any h o b b ie s  Jo h n , o r  p a s tim e s  w hich r e a l l y  
tu r n  you on, w hich you in d u lg e  in  p e rh ap s  o u ts id e  o f  th e  
u n iv e r s i ty  work?
I n t e r e s t s  I  suppose you mean.
]RVIEWER Yes i f  you l i k e .
There i s  a c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  problem  h e re  becau se  I  d o n 't  th in k  
I  want to  s e e , o r f o r tu n a te ly  compared w ith  most o f  th e  
p o p u la tio n  have to  s e e ,  my work and my l e i s u r e  a s  s e p a ra te d  
th in g s .  I 'v e  been a b le  to  merge th e  two f a i r l y  e f f e c t i v e l y  
to  be s a t i s f i e d  even though i t  h a s  i t s  c o s t s .  One exam ple 
would be um .. my i n t e r e s t  in  s p o r t  I  suppose , w here I  have been 
a b le  um b o th  w atch and p e rsu e  i t  a s  an i n t e r e s t  and make i t  a 
p a r t  o f th e  s tu d y  w ith  w hich I  am in v o lv e d  and b ro a d ly  sp eak in g  
I  th in k  my aim h as  been  s l i g h t l y  c o n sc io u s ly  to  a b o l i s h  th e
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d is t i n c t i o n  and not have to  seek  some s o r t  o f outw ard 
outw ard com plim ent, com pensation b a lan ce  in  i n t e r e s t s  o r 
ho b b ies  o r some s o r t  o f  th in g  which i s  n o t um .. s a t i s f i e d  
a t  work. Not su re  th a t  I  can r e a l l y  go much beyond t h a t .
In  o th e r  words tu rn in g  on can happen in  a l l  s o r t s  o f ways,
a n d ..  I  th in k  t h i s  i s  l i k e l y  tohappen in  what you m ight c a l l  
i s  my work s i t u a t i o n  a s  what you m ight c a l l  my h o b b ie s  o r 
non-work s i t u a t i o n .  The f a c t  t h a t  I  am s i t t i n g  in  th e  
F e s t iv a l  H a ll l i s t e n i n g  to  a c o n c e r t d o esn ’ t  mean I  h a v e n 't  
been tu rn e d  on, i f  I  am, by som ething w hich i s  p a r t  o f my 
work because I  have managed to  make th e  fo cu s  o f my work 
som ething w hich em braces m usic , a r t  e t c . ,  and I  th in k  
p ro b ab ly  th e  u l t im a te  tu r n  on i s  th e  um.o d i a l e c t i c a l  in  o th e r  
w ords some s o r t  o f i n t e r a c t io n  betw een your u n d e rs ta n d in g  
a s  p a r t  o f  your l i f e  a s  an academ ic and what i s  happen ing  in
r e a l  l i f e .  Not to o  happy fo r  you to  go away a s  a  you knowo«-o,
a c o n s t r u c t , because  a s  I  say  I  d o n 't  r e a l l y  see th e  d iv i s io n ,  
even though I  have to  t a l k  abou t them in  th o se  te rm s in  o rd e r  
to  e x p re s s  i t .
I  th in k  I ' l l  tu r n  over th e  ta p e  a t  t h a t  p o in t .
R ig h t John , have you go t any advGce you would g iv e  somebody 
who i s  about to  g e t m arried ?
(lo n g  p ause) I  would be happy to  t a l k  to  them and w hether 
one c a l l s  i t  ad v ice  o r  n o t ,  I  would le a v e  i t  to  o th e r  p eo p le  
to  d ec id e  and i t  would a ls o  be v e ry  much a  q u e s tio n  o f  what 
about m eant. I f  i t  was tomorrow o r n e x t week o r  som eth ing , 
in  o th e r  words where th e  d e c is io n  was v i r t u a l l y  i r r e v o c a b le  
what one would say  would c r e a te  v e ry  d e f i n i t e  p ro b lem s. What 
one w o u ld .say  i f  i t  was a  q u e s t io n  o f t a lk in g  to  p eo p le  w ith  
no p a r t i c u l a r  in t e n t io n  o f  g e t t in g  m a rried  a lth o u g h  a  norm al 
assum ption  th a t  th e y  would g e t m a rr ie d . Yes I  would h av e , a s  
b e fo re ,  much th e  same th in g  to  say , I  would be a p r e t t y  
b o rin g  p e rso n  w hether I  am ta lk in g  abou t m arriag e  o r  s o la r  
energy  o r th e  t h i r d  w orld  um d o e s n 't  m a tte r  much to  me 
because  what I  am in t e r e s t e d  in  t a lk in g  to  peo p le  abou t i s  
I  suppose th e  deep s t r u c t u r e s  o f how th e y  th in k  ab o u t th in g s
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and how th ey  have a r r iv e d  a t  t h e i r  p a r t i c u l a r  b e l i e f s  and 
v a lu e s  and n o t in  exchanging  w ith  them th e  f a i r l y  a r b i tu a r y  
p o o i t io n s  which each o f u s  ho ld  on th o se  th in g s ,  which I  
assume what I  b e l ie v e ,  what my v a lu e s  a r e ,  a re  o f  no p a r t i c u l a r  
i n t e r e s t  to  them u n le s s  we a re  in t im a te  in  some way and 
w ith o u t b e in g  a r ro g a n t ,  Ihope um I  d o n 't  th in k  I  have any 
p a r t i c u l a r  i n t e r e s t  in  what t h e i r  b e l i e f s  and v a lu e s  a re  
e i t h e r ,  b u t w hether peop le  shou ld  o r sho u ld  n o t g e t m a rried  
a t  e ig h te e n  o r  tw enty  f i v e ,  shou ld  o r s h o u ld n 't  s le e p  around 
o r shou ld  o r s h o u ld n 't  a b o r t  i f  th e y  have a  p o s i t iv e  am nio- 
s e n th e s is  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  p o s tio n  th e  p e rso n  a d o p ts  on th a t  
i s  o f l i t t l e  i n t e r e s t  to  me and I  . assume my p o s tio n  i s  
o f l i t t l e  i n t e r e s t  to  them . I  may be wrong in  t h a t .  But um 
what I  am in t e r e s t e d  in  i s  how th e y  g o t to  th a t  p a r t i c u l a r  
p o s i t io n  and um .. e la b o r a t in g  on t h a t .  U n fo r tu n a te ly  n o t many 
peop le  I  th in k ,  mean by t h a t ,  i t ' s  a  v e ry  th r e a te n in g  th in g  
i f  you s t a r t  to  engage in  i t  so norm al c o n v e rsa t io n  u s u a l ly  
r e s i s t s  t h a t .
ERVIEWER What do you s e e , o r  r a th e r  what do you th in k  your job  a t  
r
th e  Open U n iv e rs i ty  in v o lv e s?
W ell I  have p r e t t y  firm  view s on t h i s  I  th in k ,  um .. I t  
in v o lv e s  c o n t r ib u t in g  to  what I  re g a rd  a s  a  u n iv e r s i ty  
e d u c a tio n  f o r  th e  s tu d e n ts  o f th e  Open U n iv e rs i ty  um .. t h a t  
b o th  th o se  words a c tu a l ly  throw  up a  l o t  o f  p robelm s f o r  
th e  O.U. th e y  throw  up problem s f o r  norm al u n i v e r s i t i e s  to o ,  
b u t th e y  throw  up p a r t i c u l a r  problem s f o r  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty  
in  te rm s o f w hether o r  n o t i t  i s  a c tu a l ly  a  u n iv e r s i ty  and 
w hether most o f what goes on i s  a c t a u l ly  e d u c a tio n  so I 'm  
p a r t i c u la j - ly  concerned  w ith  t h a t .  S o u n d s ., sounds a  b i t  h ig h  
m o ra lis in g  I  suppose b u t t h a t ' s  u l t im a te ly  what I  see  th e  
job  a s  b e in g , i r r e s p e c t iv e  o f  what p a r t i c u l a r  p eo p le  o r 
com m ittees ex p ec t me to  be do ing  a t  th e  OPen U n iv e r s i ty ,  
which may o f te n  be in  v io le n t  c o n f l i c t  w ith  c a r ry in g  o u t ,  f o r  
in s ta n c e  p ro c e d u re s  re g a rd in g  a sse ssm e n t, o r co u rse  c o n te n t .
or cou rse  p ro d u c tio n  and th e  e x ig e n c ie s  which, I  ag ree  a re  
q u ite  l a r g e ,  o f te a c h in g  a t  a d is ta n c e ,  q u i te  o f te n  means th a t  
u m ... what I  would c a l l  a u n iv e r s i ty  e d u ca tio n  i s  on ly  approached  
very  te n y o u s ly . That was th e  deep answ er, I  d o n 't  suppose you 
want th e  t r i v i a l  answer l i k e :  I  p rep a re  c o u rse s  and I  m a in ta in  
c o u rs e s ..............
RVIEWER I t ' s  e n t r i e l y  up to  you.
r e s t e d  a re  you
n t a f f a i r s .  
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P lu s  g e t on w ith  peop le  and a l l  th e  norm al th in g s  t h a t  one
does in  th e  norm al l i f e #  Those I  tak e  f o r  g ran tedo  T each ing ,
w e ll y e s , I  suppose I  cou ld  say a  few th in g s ,  s in c e  I 'm  w e ll
known f o r  c a r ry in g  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  b an n er, t h a t  I 'm  n o t a t  a l l
i n t e r e s t e d  in  te a c h in g  u m ...  s u b je c ts ,  because. I  d o n 't  th in k ,  
in  th e  company o f  S o c ra te s ,  t h a t  you can te a c h  s u b je c t s ,  you 
can on ly  te a c h  le a r n in g ,  and to  p u t i t  a n o th e r  way -  I 'm  on ly  
i n t e r e s t e d  in  h e lp in g  s tu d e n ts  le a r n  how to  ' tM n k . I 'm  
c e r t a in l y  n o t i n t e r e s t e d  i n  te a c h in g  them n o t to  th in k ,  and 
I  th in k  th e re  i s  a  g r e a t  danger in  a l l  u n i v e r s i t i e s  and 
c e r t a in  te a c h e r s  te n d  to  em phasise i t  I  th in k  -  f o r  p eo p le  
to  be u m ...  t r y in g  to  te a c h  s tu d e n ts  what to  th in k  and th e  more 
you have p a r t i c u l a r  v a lu e s  which you w ish to  um«. w e ll  you 
w ish  o th e r  p eo p le  would a ls o  h o ld  , because th e  w orld  would be 
a  b e t t e r  p la c e  i f  th e y  d id  h o ld  them in  your v iew . The more 
you th in k  t h a t  way th e  f u r th e r  you g e t away from th e  
u n iv e r s i ty  e d u c a tio n . So u m ...  u p h o ld in g , I  suppose , th e  
g rand  t r a d i t i o n  o f  e d u c a tio n  a s  le a rn in g  f o r  i t s  own sake  
and n o t f o r  any in s tru m e n ta l  o r e x t r i n s i c  p u rp o se , be i t  
making th e  w orld  a  b e t t e r  p la c e , th e  s tu d e n t a  b e t t e r  eq u ipped  
p e rso n  f o r  a  p a r t i c u l a r  jo b , a b e t t e r  p a re n t  in  some s p e c i f i c  
way, a b e t t e r  c i t i z e n ,  a l l  th o se  I  th in k  a c t u a l l y  flow  
from an e d u c a tio n  o f  th e  s o r t  I  am ta lk in g  a b o u t. But th e y  
c e r t a in l y  d o n 't  flow  from a  t r a in in g  which s e t s  o u t to  te a c h  
s p e c i f i c  th in g s  o r th o se  s p e c i f i c  p u rp o se s . The more you do 
f o r  th o se  s p e c i f i c  p u rp o ses  th e  l e s s  l i k e l y  you a r e ,  in  my view 
to  accom plish  them.
R e v e rtin g  back  to  th e  to p ic s  in  th e  news, o r c u r r e n t  a f f a i r s ,  
how in t e r e s t e d  would you say  you a re  in  th e se  to p ic s ?
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ERVIEWER Would you Gciy you are f a i r l y  in te r e s te d  fo r  example?
W ell I  re a d  p a p e rs  a v id ly  and I  c e r t a in ly  would g iv e  a l l  th? 
appearance  o f b e in g  very  in t e r e s t e d  in  um .. I  th in k  I 'm  more 
i n t e r e s t e d  in  why I 'm  in t e r e s t e d ;  I  th in k  I 'm  re a d in g  them 
in  a d i f f e r e n t  way from th e  norm al r e a d e r ,  m ostly  I 'm  re a d in g  
them in  th e  te c h n ic a l  sense  f o r  th e  w orld  v iew s and v a lu e s  which 
th e y  r e f l e c t ,  r a th e r  th a n  f o r  any i n t r i n s i c  i n t e r e s t  in  th e  
e v e n ts  a s  su ch . I  mean, I  can be v ery  i n t e r e s t e d  in  th e  r e s u l t  
o f a  p a r t i c u l a r  h o rse  r a c e ,  t h a t  means i n t e r e s t e d  in  a m a te r ia l  
s e n s e . I  can be very  i n t e r e s t e d  in  um .. how P re s id e n t  S adat 
was a s s a s s in a te d  p u t t in g  to g e th e r  th e  s to r y ,  b u t a ls o  I 'm  
i n t e r e s t e d  in  how th a t  p a r t i c u l a r  ev en t i s  c o n s tru c te d  by 
ev ery o n e , and um .. i t  would be h ard  to  say  t h a t  I 'm  t e r r b i l y  
i n t e r e s t e d  in ,  w hatever i t  means in  th e  ev en t a s  su ch . I 'm  
n o t su re  t h a t  o n r e f le c t io n  I  know what t h a t  means ( lo n g  pau se)
DRVIEWER But how in fo rm ed  would you say  th a t  you a re ?
Very w e ll in fo rm ed .
CRVIEWER Would you?
I  d o n 't  know how you a re  go ing  to  m easure t h a t ,  b u t I 'm  n o t 
a c t u a l l y .  I 'm  n o t a c tu a l ly  b o a s tin g  abou t t h a t  b ecau se  I  
th in k  i t  r e f l e c t s  th e  f a c t  t h a t  I  w aste  a  l o t  o f  myutime 
re a d in g  new spapers . I 'm  to o  w e ll in fo rm ed  a c t u a l l y  i n  a  
t r i v i a l  '.way b ecau se  a s  you have p ro b ab ly  g a th e re d  from  whaE. 
I  say , a  la r g e  amount o f  t h i s  in fo rm a tio n  w hich i s  f l o a t i n g  
around and f i l l s  ou r new spapers, i s  a c tu a l ly  o f  no s u b s ta n c e  
w h a tso e v e r- , even though a  l i t t l e  w e ll in fo rm ed  p e rso n  i s  
a  so I  d o n 't  th in k  b e in g  w e ll in fo rm ed  i s  a t  a l l
a  p o s i t i v e  th in g .  I f  i t  d o e s n 't  go b en ea th  th e  s u r fa c e  o f  
th e  in fo rm a tio n  to  th e  meaning in v o lv e d , and conce rn  w ith  
how i t  h as  been  p u t to g e th e r  i t  i s  p ro b ab ly  a  n e t t  c o s t  to  
have w e ll in form ed  p e o p le , t h a t ' s  what i s  a  problem  w ith  a  
l o t  o f  th e  s tu d e n ts  I  th in k ,  and a l o t  o f th e  c o u rse s  a t  th e
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O.U. that, th ey  a re  concerned w ith  making peo p le  b e t t e r  inform ed 
bu t in fo rm a tio n  and ed u c a tio n  a re  t o t a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  th in g s .
ERVIEWER O.K. th a n k s  John,
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O.K. th e n  Joss, how do you see th e  p re s e n t  s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland?
W ell I  see i t  a s  a  t e s t  o f W estern u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  i n t e r n a l  
communist s t r u g g le s ,  um .. i f  you ask  how I  p e r s o n a l ly  see i t ,
I  see i t  a s  b o th  h o p efu l fo r  th e  P o le s  and v e ry  th r e a te n in g  
because  o f th e  way th a t  w este rn  le a d e r s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  th e  
U n ited  S ta te s  have responded  to  i t .  I f  you want to  know 
what g e n e ra l s ig n if ic a n c e  I  a t ta c h  to  i t ,  I  a t t a c h  s ig n i f ic a n c e  
a s  an a tte m p t to  b reak  down th e  v e s t ig e s  o f S ta l in is m  in  a 
R u ssian  c l i e n t  s t a t e  in  a l le g o u s  to  th e re  b e in g  a  r e v o lu t io n  
in  one o f A m eric a 's  su p p o rted  m i l i t a r y  d i c t a to r s h ip s  in  
c e n t r a l  A m erica.
RVIEWER Can you e la b o ra te  on th a t?
W ell 1 f in d  i t  p e r s o n a lly  h o p e fu l t h a t  th e  P o lis h  w orkers 
a re  s t r u g g l in g  a g a in s t  th e  s t a t e  b u re a c ra c y  because  1 d o n 't  
b e l ie v e  t h a t  t h e y 'r e  t r y in g  to  a b o l is h  s o c ia l is m , a s  th e  
w es te rn  m edia would som etim es have u s  b e l ie v e ,  um .. i t  seems 
to  me th a t  th e  w orkers want to  make s o c ia l is m  work, um .. r a th e r  
th a n  to  r e p la c e  i t  and c l e a r ly  t h e r e 's  a  g r e a t  d e a l wrong 
w ith  R u ss ian  communism in  te rm s o f  how i t  h a s  been  t r a n s p la n te d  
in  P o lan d , um .. I 'm  no ^ !re n d  o f th a t  k in d  o f regim e any more 
th a n  1 f e e l  p a r t i c u l a r l y  f r ie n d ly  tow ard any w e s te rn  e x p re s s io n  
o f  c a p i ta l is m , to  me th e y 'r e  e q u iv a le n t ,  though i n  d i f f e r e n t  
ways, form s o f ty ra n n y , and th e  P o lis h  w orkers 1 see  a s  a  
g r a s s  r o o ts  movement, and th e r e f o r e ,  h o p e fu l movement o f  
peop le  s t r u g g l in g  a g a in s t  ty ran n y  and 1 would be s u p p o r tiv e  
o f th a t  w hether i t  was in  P oland o r in  B r a z i l  sa y . So 1 have 
made th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  o f how 1 p e r s o n a lly  see i t  and what 
s ig n if ic a n c e  1 a t t a c h  to  i t  g e n e ra l ly ,  um.o I 'm  f e a r f u l  t h a t . . .  
w e ll l e t  me p u t i t  t h i s  way, one o f th e  th in g s  1 f in d  most 
d is t r u b in g  abou t th e  t r o u b le s  i s  t h a t  A m erica, more th a n  any o th e r  
w este rn  n a t io n  f e e l s  t h a t  i t  h as  a r i g h t  to  d i c t a t e  what R u ss ia  
can o r c a n ' t ,  o r shou ld  and s h o u ld n 't  do in  P o land , unioc a s  i f  
R u ssia  s h o u ld n 't  be a b le  to  do what i t  w ish es  w ith  a c l i e n t  
s t a t e ,  in  th e  way th a t  th e  U n ited  S ta t e s  do, fo r  exam ple, sen d in g
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rriat'ines in to  th e  Dornincan R epublic o r a id  to  ICl S a lv a d o r, . 
o r even th r e a te n in g ,  a s  C a s tro  would have d s  b e l ie v e  to  
invade Cuba o r use  a tom ic weapons, um .. so t h i s ,  t h i s  g lo b a l 
m oralism  th a t  America h as ,seem s p a r t i c u l a r l y  p o in te d  ou t by 
th e  e v e n ts  in  P oland  and um .. I  f in d  th a t  very  th r e a te n in g  
and d e s t r u c t iv e  and t h a t ' s  th e  o th e r  s id e  o f th e  case  o f what 
s ig n if ic a n c e  I  a t ta c h  to  i t  g e n e ra l ly .
ERVIEWER Would you see R u ss ia  a s  a  p o te n t i a l  t h r e a t  to  Poland?
Yes, P o lis h  peop le  a s  I  have re a d  in  h i s to r y ,  have f e l t  a  good 
d e a l th re a te n e d  by everyone from th e  e a s t  and from th e  w es t, 
Poland  h as  been  a  c o r r id o r  s e v e ra l  tim es  f o r  German tro o p s  to  
march th ro u g h  d e v a s ta t in g ,  o r R u ssian  tro o p s  to  march th ro u g h  
d e v a s ta t in g  and um .. th e re  i s  enough o f a  n a t io n a l  i d e n t i t y  th e re  
a very  s tro n g  n a t io n a l  i d e n t i t y  r e a l l y ,  um .. to  make them 
f e a r f u l  t h a t  th o se  th in g s  w i l l  happen a g a in .
ERVIEWER Yes, do you know an y th in g  about th e  h i s to r y  o f P oland?
Very l i t t l e ,  I  mean N ocholas C ap ern icu s  was b o rn  th e r e  and d id  
h i s  work, th e  c a th o l ic  church  h as  had a  s tro n g  fo o th o ld  th e r e  
f o r  many c e n tu r ie s  and th e re  were some S i s in ia n s  th e r e  in  
th e  se v e n te e n th  c e n tu ry , um .. t h a t ' s  abou t i t  r e a l ly o  There 
a re  a  coup le  o f  v e ry  famous P o lis h  p h ilo so p h e rs  in  t h i s  c e n tu ry , 
b u t i t ' s  j u s t  b i t s  and bobs r e a l l y  and t h i s  g e n e ra l co n cep t o f 
th e  n a t io n  a s  b e in g  a  s o r t  o f p e rs e c u te d  C h r is t  am ongst n a t io n s ,  
um .. I  mean you can see  where p eo p le  g e t t h a t  id e a ,  b u t I  have 
re a d  t h a t  t h a t  t h i s  i s  th e  P o l is h  n a t io n a l  m o tif .
RVIEWER Yes.o Do you know any P o lis h  p eop le?
I  have met s e v e ra l  P o l is h  p e o p le , I  w o u ld n 't  say  t h a t  I  know 
th e m ,th e  lo n g e s t  t a l k  t h a t  I  had w ith  a P o lis h  p e rso n  abo u t 
what i t  meant to  be P o l is h ,  was w ith  a d is p la c e d  P o le ,  d is p la c e d  
a f t e r  th e  second w orld  w ar, l i v in g  in  B e d fo rd sh ire  am ongst
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o ilie r  P o lis h  peop le  um .. w ith  whom he spoke P o lish  in  th e  pub, 
and he to ld  me a number o f s t o r i e s  which o th e rs  reg a rd ed  a s  
t a l l  t a l e s ,  about b e in g  dropped by a i r  beh ind  th e  f a s c i s t  l i n e s  
in  I t a l y  and hav ing  to  c a r ry  ou t ex p lo s iv e  r a id s  and so on, b u t 
i t  was very  c l e a r  to  me th a t  he a s  a P o le  w ith  a s tro ig  P o lis h  
i d e n t i t y ,  wanted to  l i b e r a t e  h i s  mother la n d  from communist 
dom ination  and so f o r th .  T h a t 's  th e  c lo s e s t  c o n ta c t ,  i t  was 
an e v e n in g 's  d is c u s s io n  r e a l l y  w ith  t h i s . . . .
RVIEWER Oh I  see y e s . R igh t to  change th e  to p ic ,  have you g o t any 
view s about v io le n c e  on te le v i s io n ?
W ell t h a t ' s  r e a l l y  co m p lica ted .
RVIEWER W ell p e rh ap s  you cou ld  f i l l  me in .
W ell a s  on th e  l a s t  s u b je c t ,  I 'm  j u s t ,  you know um .. I 'm  
umo. I 'm  p re te n d in g  to  be th e  a u th o r i ty  I 'm  n o t ,  i f  I  say  
a n y th in g  r e a l l y  th a t  i s n ' t  t o t a l l y  hedged about q u a l i f y .
I  don ' th in k  t h a t  th e re  i s  any q u e s tio n  th a t  v io le n c e  
p o r tra y e d  w ith o u t a  q u a l i f y in g  commentary, o r w ith o u t a  
q u a l i fy in g  c o n te x t t h a t  e i t h e r  h e lp s  you to  u n d e rs ta n d  i t s  
m eaning, i t s  so u rc e s , o r h e lp s  you to  d e p re c a te  i t ,  o r  to  see  
th a t  i t  i s  e s s e n t i a l  i f  one happened to  b e l ie v e  t h a t  th e  
v io le n c e  was um .. was j u s t i f i e d  a g a in s t  m i l i t a r y  a g g re s io n s , 
w ith o u t t h a t  c o n te x t ,  w ith o u t um .. th e  commentary, I  th in k  
t h a t  th e  v io le n c e , um .. p eo p le  b e g in  to  th in k  o f  v io le n c e  a s  
som ething th a t  i s  n a t u r a l ,  t h a t ' s  O .K ., t h a t ' s  g lo r io u s ,  
t h a t ' s  l o t s  o f fu n , cops and ro b b e rs  s o r t  o f  th in g  and um .. 
th a t  goes f o r  th e  cinem a a s  w e ll .  I 'm  n o t making v e ry  good 
se n se , what I  want to  g e t away from i s  th e  s im p l i s t i c  condemn 
a t io n  o f v io le n c e  because  i t  i s  v io le n c e ,  I  th in k  t h a t  th e r e  
a re  l o t s  o f th in g s  t h a t  a re  p o r tra y e d  in  th e  m edia, o r  in  
l i t e r a t u r e  th a t  a re  r e a l i s t i c  and need to  be p o r tra y e d  b ecau se  
th ey  have a very  good p o in t  abou t them, n o t sim ply  to  e n t e r t a i n  
w ith  th e  v io le n c e  i t s e l f o  So I  d o n 't  want to  be p ru d is h  abou t 
t h i s ,  n a t io n a l  v iew ers  and l i s t e n e r s  s o r t  o f app ro ach , b u t 1 am
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I d e p lo re  v io le n c e  a s  a r u le  anywhere, and when i t ’ s S ta rsk y  
and Hutch o r  Kojak um .. do ing  th in g s ,  o r say a b raw l in  a 
ta v e rn ,  o r a John Wayne movie where l o t s  o f peop le  g e t s lugged  
and you n ever see  t h e i r  t e e th  come ou t in  b i t s ,  you n ever see 
t h e i r  jaw s b ro k en , i t ’ s  a t o t a l  u n r e a l i s t i c  s o r t  o f v io le n c e , 
which makes i t  lo o k  l i k e  good fu n . The same would go fo r  
d e p ic t io n s  o f b a t t l e ,  w ith  v e ry  few e x c e p tio n s , most o f th o se  
movies a re  u n r e a l i s t i c  and le a v e  you w ith  no m oral t a i n t  a f t e r ­
w ards, ex cep t t h a t  would a  good w atch , o r  a good r e a d .
Can you e la b o ra te  on what you th in k  i s  v io le n c e  i n  th e  a r t s ?
Um.. what do you mean -  th e  a r t s ?
ÎVIEWER W ell d i d n 't  y o u . . .  h a v e n 't  you j u s t  m entioned  th e  a r t s  a s  
an a rea ?
W ell does t h a t  in c lu d e  cinem atography?
ÎVIEWER Yes.
What v io le n c e  would mean? W ell I  can beg th e  q u e s tio n  by say in g  
" i s  any form o f  dehum an isa tio n "  b u t th e n  th e  word becom es so 
vague t h a t  a n y th in g  th a t  you d o n 't  l i k e ,  t h a t  you f e e l ' s  
p e r s o n a l ly  dehum anising  becomes an a c t  o f  v io le n c e  a g a in s t  
y o u r s e l f ,  f o r  exam ple: You d o n 't  l i k e  th e  way I  d o n 't  answ er 
th e  q u e s t io n s ,  you j u s t  say  " y o u 're  do ing  v io le n c e  to  th e  s u b je c t"  
o r  i f  I 'm  a c tu a l ly  s t r i k i n g  back  a t  you p e r s o n a l ly  f o r  some 
view you h o ld , you can say  th a t  I 'm  do ing  v io le n c e  to  you , t h a t ' s  
v e rb a l  v io le n c e ,  w e ll  I  d o n 't  know abou t a l l  o f  t h a t .  I 'm  most 
tem pted  to  b e l ie v e  t h a t  th in g s  a re  v io le n t  um .. f o r  exam ple : 
governm ents l i k e  th e  South  A fr ic a n  government accu se  g u e r r i l l a s  
o f v io le n c e  a g a in s t  th e  s t a t e ,  um .. peo p le  c o u n te r  t h a t  by 
say in g  t h a t  th e  s t a t e  h a s  o rg a n ise d  s y s te m a t ic a l ly  v io le n c e  
a g a in s t  c o lo u re d  p eo p le  and b la c k  p e o p le , um .. t h a t ' s  n o t a lw ays 
th e  k in d  o f v io le n c e  you g e t w ith  t e r r o r i s t s  a t t a c k s  on crowded
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cinem as. S im etim es th a t  v io le n c e  i s  j u s t  th e  um, th e ,  th e  
r i t u a l  im p lem en ta tio n  o f p a s s  law s o r som ething l i k e  t h a t .
I s  th a t  v io le n c e  even though no one has  been cu t up, o r  sh o t up, 
o r blown up , I  would be in c l in e d  to  say "y es  t h a t  i s  v io le n c e "  
and i f  th a t  i s . . .  th e re  a re  some k in d s  o f  v io le n c e  w hich a re  
r e a l l y  q u i te  easy  to  p o r t r a y ,  peop le  g e t t in g  blown up fo r  example 
o r an a i r  l i n e r  c ra sh in g  cou ld  be v io l e n t ,  scen es  from "A Lion 
In  W in ter" I  remember, um where th e re  i s  a  good d e a l o f v e rb a l  
v io le n c e ,  som etim es p h y s ic a l  v io le n c e  betw een p e o p le , l o t s  o f 
m ovies l i k e  t h a t ,  um .. "The D eer H unter"  p o r t r a y s  v io le n c e  
in  an in c r e d ib ly  r e a l i s t i c  way. I  th in k  th a t  som etim es i t  i s
j u s t i f i e d  to  do t h a t ,  depending  on th e  end t h a t  one h a s  f o r
p o r tr a y in g  v io le n c e .  Or th e re  i s  th e  s o f t  k in d , i f  y o u ’l l  
pardon  t h a t  e x p re s s io n . I 'm  n o t su re  w hether i t  means th e  s o f t  
k in d , th e  s o r t  o f  v e rb a l  k in d , o r w hether i t ’ s  th e  k in d  um .. 
you g e t in  The D eer H unter -  peop le  p la y in g  R u ssian  r o u l e t t e ,  
i n  t h a t  case  I  don’t  f e e l  i t  i s  j u s t i f i e d  a t  a l l  b ecau se  the  
f ilm  m akers aim , a s  I  i n t e r p r e t  i t  was to  p o in t  o u t th e  b e a t -
l i n e s s  o f s l a n t  eyed g roups in  Vietnam and th e  um .. way th a t
th e  Am erican m i l i t a r y  p eo p le  were p e rs e c u te d  i n  t h e i r  n o b le  
f ig h t  a g a in s t  communism. I  th in k  i t  i s  an in c r e d ib ly  p e r n ic ­
io u s  f i lm .  So th e  v io le n c e  th e re  was n o t m ean in g le ss  v io le n c e ,
I  j u s t  d is a g re e  w ith  th e  m eaning.
ERVIEWER Y es. Would you say  t h a t  s p o r t s  l i k e  box ing  and k a r a te  a re  
f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
What do you mean by ' f r i n g e '
ERVIEWER W ell th e y  a re  v io le n t  a c t s .
W ell y e s  and d r iv in g  a  n a i l  i s  w ith  a  hammer to o .  um .. I  can 
throw  a s to n e  th ro u g h  a window because  I 'm  h e lp in g  dem olish  
a b u i ld in g ,  I  can throw  a  s to n e  th rough  a  window b ecau se  I  
h a te  th e  p e rso n  in s id e ,  in  one case  th e  a c t  i s  v i o l e n t ,  i n  th e  
o th e r  i t  i s n ' t o  I  d o n 't  want to  make th e  v io le n c e  in h e re n t  in  
th e  i n t e n t io n  because  i t ' s  a q u e s tio n  o f  w ho 's i n t e n t i o n  um .. 
and v io le n c e  i s  in  th e  eye o f th e  b e h o ld e r , o r  i n  th e  eye o f  th e
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person  who a s s ig n s  in t e n t io n s ,  um .. I  mean th e re  o b v io u s ly  
i s  a d i f f e r e n c e ,  I  j u s t  d o n 't  know how to  make th e  d i s t i n c t i o n  
betw een um .. a f i s t  f ig h t  in  a  pub and a box ing  m atch, um ..
I 'm  ta lk in g  about making a p h y s ic a l  d i s t i n c t i o n ,  r a th e r  th a n  
a d i s t i n c t i o n  based  on in t e n t io n s ,  you could  say o n e 's  c o n t ro l le d  
and th e  o th e r  one i s n ' t  c o n t ro l le d .  But you cou ld  argue th a t  
a pub b raw l i s  c o n t ro l le d  to  some e x te n t  by e x te r n a l  p re s s u re s  
um .. peop le  a re  done in ju r y  in  e i t h e r  c a s e , p h y s ic a l  in ju r y  and 
j u s t  a s  th e y  a re  in  au tom obile  a c c id e n ts ,  o r f a l l i n g  from ro o f s  
o f h o u ses , o r from t h e i r  own beds and when peop le  a re  done in ju r y  
t h a t ' s  g e t t in g  back  to  th e  term  th a t  lu s e d  a t  th e  b eg in n in g  -  
d ehum an isa tion  um .. som ething th a t  i s  n o t good f o r  th e  w e llb e in g ; 
I 'm  t r a d in g  in  um .. I 'm  begg ing  q u e s tio n s ,  I  r e a l i s e  t h i s .
But th e re  i s  som ething d e le te r io u s  f o r  th e  whole p e rso n  th e r e .
So I  th in k  th a t  u l t im a te ly  th e  d e f in i t i o n  o f  v io le n c e  p e rh ap s  
h as  to  depend on some d e f in i t i o n  o f personhood , o f  what i t  
means to  be a  human b e in g , and th e n  you m easure a c t s  by o r  
a g a in s t  th e  in d iv id u a l  in  th o se  te rm s .
RVIEWER Yes would you say  th a t  v io le n t  a c t s  on t e l e v i s i o n  and i n  f i lm s
a id  v io le n c e  in  fa m ily  l i f e ?
W ell in  th e  sen se  t h a t  i t  g iv e s  peo p le  some id e a s  o f  what to  do,
I  mean who have commited c rim es o f f e r  an ex cu se , i t  may be a f t e r  
th e  f a c t ,  t h a t  th e y  saw i t  done on t e l e v i s i o n .  W ell you d o n 't  
know how many o f th e o se  to  b e l ie v e ,  o r we s h o u ld n 't  know how 
many to  b e l i e v e , um .. I  th in k  t h a t  um.o by m ak in g .. .  i t  a l l  
depends what k in d  o f  v io le n c e ,  you see v io le n c e  i n  th e  home 
w e ll I 'm  n o t su re  how much o f  t h a t  i s  p o r tra y e d  on t e l e v i s i o n ,
I  sho u ld  have th o u g h t t h a t  by a d ju s t in g ,  by h e lp in g ,  by a c l im a tin g  
peo p le  to  v io le n c e ,  by them se e in g  i t  perfo rm ed  u n r e a l i s t i c a l l y ,  
in  th e  th e a t r e  o f  th e  home -  th e  l i v in g  room, on th e  t e l e v i s i o n ,  
i t  makes peop le  more a c c e p tin g  tow ard v io le n c e  t h a t  a r i s e s  f o r  
o th e r  re a s o n s  w ith in  t h a t  group o f p e o p le , o r  tow ard  th a t  group 
o f p e o p le , o r w ith in  th e  s o c ie ty  t h a t  th e  group o r fa m ily  i s  
lo c a te d ,  um .. I  th in k  u l t im a te ly  most o f  th e  v io le n c e  t h a t  i s
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ex p erien ced  in  t h e  home comes from o u ts id e ,  t h a t  i s , i t  i s  
fo rced  from o u ts id e  by e x p e r ie n c e s  o f th e  members in  . t h e i r  
l i v e s  who t r y  to  l i v e  w ith  each o th e r  in  th e  home and t e l e v i s i o n  
has a secondary  r o le  in  t h a t .
R igh t a d i f f e r e n t  s o r t  o f to p ic  a l to g e th e r ,  th e  o th e r  week a 
fe llo w  c ro s se d  th e  channel u s in g  a b a llo o n  and s o la r  energy  
do you fo re s e e e  th e  b a llo o n  a s  a form o f  t r a n s p o r t  in  th e  fu tu r e ?
T h is  wasn t  th e  fe llo w  who p e d a l le d  h i s  way a c ro s s  in  a  l i g h t  
a i rp la n e ?
.RVIEWER No, i t  was in  A ugust a c tu a l ly  i t  was abou t August 23 rd  som ething  
l i k e  t h i s ,
Yes t h a t ' s  th e  weekend I  was in  F rance in  th e  Autumn la u n c h  
and I  d i d n 't  h e a r  a n y th in g  abou t i t .
IR VIEWER He used  a double sk inned  b a llo o n  in  a c tu a l  f a c t .
And he had e l e c t r i c  m otors powereed by s o la r  c e l l s ?
RVIEWER Y es. um .. th e  c ro s s in g  to o k  abou t two and a  h a l f  h o u rs  som eth ing  
l i k e  t h a t ,  i t  was v e ry  f a s t .
W ell I  d o n 't  know, I  d o n 't  p e r s o n a l ly  see  t h a t  um .. t h a t  i t ' s  
go ing  to  make i t ,  w hether o r  n o t I  would want i t  to  i s  a n o th e r  
q u e s tio n .
RVIEWER W ell would you want i t  to ?
W ell t h a t  would ta k e  more th o u g h t th a n  we have tim e  to  g iv e  to  
i t  um ..
RVIEWER W ell y o u 'v e  go t p le n ty  o f tim e ( la u g h te r )
Um.. t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  form o f t r a n s p o r t  -  y o u 'r e  a s k in g  w h eth er 
I  th in k  i t  i s  v ia b le ?
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ERVIEWER Y o g .  A fte r  a l l  we um .. do use s o la r  h e a t in g  o r s o la r  energy  
in  th e  new te c h n o lo g ie s  l i k e  s o la r  h e a t in g ,  th e re  a re  la rg e  
p r o je c t s  go ing  on up h e re  in  M ilton  K eynes.
Yes w e ll th e  s o la r  energy  i s  w onderfu l and I  th in k  i f  th a t  
had been e x p lo i te d  in  th e  same way th a t  n u c le a r  power was 
a f t e r  th e  f i r s t  w orld  w ar, we would have in  many ways, n o t in  
many w ays, in  some ways a  d i f f e r e n t  k in d  o f s o c ie ty ,  and in  
th e  f u tu r e  we would c e r t a in l y  have a d i f f e r e n t  k in d  o f  s o c ie ty ,  
i t  means em erging on th e  basis  o f n u c le a r  e n e rg y . So um .. 
y e s , y es  I 'm  q u i te  aware o f t h a t ,  b u t w hether b a l lo o n s  powered 
by s o la r  c e l l s  d r iv in g  e l e c t r i c  m otors a re  g o ing  to  be v ia b le ,
I  c a n 't  r e a l l y  sa y . I  mean i t  would be fun  to  r id e  in  one, I  
c a n 't  see  peo p le  t r a n s p o r t in g  s t e l l  g i r d e r s  i n  th e  th in g s  a c ro s s  
c o u n try . I  th in k  i t  would be d i f f i c u l t  to  see  w h e th e r . . .  f o r  
them to  be made v e ry  s a fe  and I  cannot see  i t  a s  a  form  o f 
mass p u b lic  t r a n s p o r t ,  um .. b eca u se , b ecau se  I  wonder w hether 
i t  would be p o s s ib le  to  g e t th e  re q u ire d  s o la r  c e l l s  on to  th e  
b a l lo o n , g e t th e  s o la r  c e l l s  on th e  b a l lo o n  in  s u f f i c i e n t  num ber, 
what I  mean i s  to  make th e  b a llo o n  b ig  enough to  ta k e  a l l  th e  
s o la r  c e l l s  t h a t  would be r e q u ire d  to  d r iv e  m o to rs to  move say  
se v e n ty  p eo p le  l i k e  a  bus w ould. I f  i t  d o e s n 't  become a  form  o f 
p u b lic  t r a n s p o r t  th e n  i t ' s  up to  in d iv id u a ls  and i f  i t  becom es 
w idesp read  can you im agine what th e  s k ie s  would lo o k  l i k e ,  um .. 
p resum ably  t h i s  i s  a  f a i r l y  la rg e  o b je c t ,  so I  c a n ' t  s e e . . . .
RVIEWER Y e s .. Z ep p e lin  ty p e .
Yes, I  c a n ' t  see  t h a t ' s  go ing  to  become a n y th in g  ex c e p t p e rh ap s  
s h o r t  h a u l t r a n s p o r t  f o r  a  few peo p le  a n d .p e rh a p s  in  th e  f o r e s e e ­
a b le  f u tu r e  o n ly  a  k in d  o f  hobby r e a l l y .
RVIEWER Y es, t h e r e 's  a  l o t  o f  p r e p a r a t io n  in v o lv ed  in  g e t t i n g  up a 
s o la r  energy  b a l lo o n .
Yes, you m ight say i t ' s  r a th e r  a m iddle c l a s s  a c t i v i t y ,  o th e r  
peop le  haved more im m ediate demands on t h e i r  l i v e s ,  t h a t  d o n 't  
f r e e  them fo r  b u i ld in g  b a l lo o n  and sk o o tin g  around  one by one.
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I  th in k  i t ' s  f u l f i l l i n g  and i t ' s  fun and th a t  s o r t  o f th in g ,  
I  wonder w hether our a p p l ic a t io n s  o f s o la r  energy  m ight no t 
be more p u b lic  s p i r i t e d  th a n  b u i ld in g  b a l lo o n s  to  go a c ro s s  
th e  E n g lish  ch an n e l. But I 'm  q u i te  open to  b e in g  convinced  
th a t  th e re  i s  more in  i t  th a n  I  can s e e .
RVIEWER Y es. What do you th in k  o f th e  use  o f s o la r  energy  fo r  s o la r  
h e a tin g ?
Would you mean s o r t  o f a  d i r e c t  co n v e rs io n , w e 're  n o t t a lk in g  
abou t o la r  c e l l s  now, w e 're  ta lk in g  abou t um .. a b so rb in g  
p a n e ls ,  h e a t t r a n s f e r e d  to  w a te r and s to r a g e .  I  th in k  i t ' s  
g r e a t .  I 'm  n o t su re  i t  w i l l  work in  B r i t a in  because  you 
cannot be su re  w hether th e re  i s  go ing  to  be sun h e re ,  o r 
w hether th e re  i s  any sun , I  mean I 'v e  been  in  t h i s  co u n try  
n in e  y e a r s  and a p a r t  from th e  summer o f '? 6 ,  I  c a n 't  see  
any summer t h a t  would have o f fe re d  me a  warm w in te r ,  had I  
been h e a t in g  my w ate r and s t r o in g  i t  away. But I  th in k  i t  i s  
u n fo rg iv e a b le , w e ll i t  i s  f o rg iv e a b le ,  b u t  I  mean i t  i s  g r e a t ly  
to  be d e p lo re d  t h a t  s o la r  h e a t in g  o f  th e  k in d  t h a t  you m entioned  
h a s n 't  been  used  in  c o u n t r ie s  such a s  th e  U n ited  S t a t e s ,  i n  th e  
so u th e rn  U n ited  S ta t e s  where th e re  i s  a  m assive consum ption  o f  
en erg y , and a  g r e a t  d e a l o f  a v a i la b le  s u n l ig h t  th ro u g h o u t th e  
y e a r .
RVIEWER Yes p la c e s  l i k e  C a l i fo rn ia ?
Yes, y e s .  S ta t e s  l i k e  Nevada o r U tah in s te a d  o f  p u t t in g  up 
MX m is s i le  s i l o s  over fo u r  th ousand  o r  f iv e  thousand  sq u a re  
m ile s ,  in  f a c t  i t ' s  hund reds o f th o u san d s I  th in k  i t ' s  more 
l i k e  fo u r  thousand  s i l o s  ov er a  hundred thousand  sq u a re  m ile s ,  
you cou ld  cover th a t  w ith  s o la r  c e l l s ,  o r  h e a t  exchanges and 
you cou ld  keep a  whole h a l f  th e  c o u n try  warm and in  power i f  
th e  tech n o lo g y  was r i g h t .  I 'm  t a lk in g  o f f  th e  to p  o f  my head  
now, b u t i f  th e  p r in c ip a l  i s  what I 'm  t r y in g  to  d r iv e  home.
The space cou ld  be used  f o r  som ething a lo n g  th e  l i n e s  w e 're  
ta lk in g  a b o u t. In  t h a t  co u n try  p a r t i c u l a r l y  and in  th o s e  s t a t e s
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in  p a r t i c u l a r  where th e re  i s  so much s u n l ig h t  th e  y e a r  round.
R igh t have you go t any view s on th e  developm ent o f th e  
th i r d  w orld p o l i t i c a l l y  and econom ically?
W ell y e s , what ones do you want?
RVIEWER A ll o f them .
RVIEWER
flaughing] oh w e ll .
I t  d o e s n 't  m a tte r  i f  t h i s  i s  th e  on ly  to p ic  you can do b e fo re  
your co u rse  team m eeting , I  r e a l l y  you know would l i k e  to  have 
your th o u g h ts  on t h i s .
W ell l e t s  see w e've had v io le n c e  and s o la r  energy  and P o land  
and th e  t h i r d  w o rld , do you work f o r  anyone e l s e  b e s id e s  th e  
Open U n iv e rs ity ?
RVIEWER No (la u g h in g )  th e  to p ic s  have been  c a r e f u l ly  chosen  a f t e r  lo n g  
d is c u s s io n s  w ith  my s u p e r v is o r s . .
Yes to  s o r t  o f  make p eo p le  maximumly v u ln e ra b le ?
RVIEWER I  d o n 't  th in k  so .
Yes w e ll y o u 'r e  s o l i c i t i n g  o p in io n s  on a  ran g e  o f  i s s u e s  w hich 
many peo p le  would re g a rd  a s  v e ry  u rg e n t and um .. I  suppose 
you have found th a t  most o f  th e  peo p le  have spoken w ith  some 
c o n v ic tio n  on most o f  them .
RVIEWER Yes b u t o b v io u s ly  what one say s  in  th e se  in te rv ie w s  a re  
o b v io u s ly  c o n f id e n t i a l .
Oh I 'm  n o t w o rr ie d . I 'm  n o t w o rr ie d , Iw ould say  a l l  t h i s  in  
p u b lic  i f  I  cou ld  say  i t  w e ll enough, b u t you know I 'm  t a lk in g  
w ith o u t any p r e p a ra t io n  a t  a l io
2%
IN'l'RRVTl'IWlCR One has to  s o r t  o f p ic k  to p ic s  which peop le  h o p e fu lly  
w i l l  f e e l  s t ro n g ly  ab o u t, o r have though t th ro u g h  in  o rd e r  
to  look  a t  s o r t  o f co g n a tiv e  p ro c e s s e s  and how th e y  th in k ,  
we j u s t  d o n 't  want snappy answ ers, o r s o r t  o f ,  an answ er which 
i s  made up o f s n ip p e ts  from th e  news th a t  m orning.
JOSS No, w e ll f o r tu n a t e ly  I  h a v e n 't  l i s t e n e d  to  th e  news becau se  
my ra d io  i s  b roken  and I  h a v e n 't  re a d  a new spaper f o r  th r e e  
day s.
INTERVIEWER Yes, b u t y o u 'v e  o b v io u s ly  th o u g h t th ro u g h  some o f  th e s e  th in g s ,
I  mean f o r  exam ple: P oland you s a id " w e ll  I  d o n 't  know much abou t 
i t "  i t  m ight n o t have been  o f  i n t e r e s t  to  you, you seOo But 
o b v io u s ly  ths t h i r d  w orld  i s ,  so i f  you have g o t some s tro n g  
p o in t s  on how th e  t h i r d  w orld  shou ld  be developed  t h a t  would be 
f i n e .
JOSS W ell I  th in k  t h a t  i f  we asked  enough q u e s tio n s  on t h i s  l i n e  
i t  would be c l e a r  t h a t  my answ ers a re  a l l  more o r  l e s s  b ased  
on c e r t a in  a ssu m p tio n s  t h a t  I 'm  n o t coming o u t w ith  im m ed ia te ly , 
b u t ,  th e re  i s  a  c e r t a in  s o r t  o f  a way t h a t  I  t r y  to  co n ce iv e  
th e  w orld  w hich d o e s n 't  g iv e  me answ ers, b u t  i t  h e lp s  me to  
g e t an sw ers.
INTERVIEWER More a  s o r t  o f  s t r a te g y ?
JOSS I t ' s  p a r t l y  a  s t r a t e g y  i t s  p a r t l y  an a n a ly s i s ,  p e rh a p s  th e  
a n a ly s i s  and th e  s t r a t e g y  o v e r la p  c o m p le te ly .
INTERVIEWER Yes can you o u t l in e  t h a t ,  o r d o n 't  you want to  d iv u lg e  th a t?
JOSS W ell a l l  r i g h t ,  ta k e  th e  t h i r d  w orld a s  an example urn., when 
we t a l k  abou t f i r s t ,  second and t h i r d ,  when we c a rv e  up th e  
w orld  l i k e  t h i s  and c a te g o r iz e  i t ,  what a re  we r e f e r r r i n g  to ?  
what a re  th e  d is c r im in a t in g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ?  th e y  a r e n ' t  
b io l o g ic a l ,  i t ' s  n o t r a c e ,  i t ' s  n o t i n t e l l i g e n c e  b eca u se  
peo p le  h a v e n 't  been  t e s t e d ,  though some p eo p le  would r e s t  on 
ra c e  and in t e l l i g e n c e  a s  a way o f d is c r im in a t in g  th e  w orld
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l i k e  t h a t ,  um .. a re  we d iv id in g  a cc o rd in g  to  n a t io n s ,  a re  
th e re  c e r t a in  um .. some n a t io n s  have the  q u a l i ty  o f b e in g  
t h i r d  w o rld ish  and o th e rs  f i r s t  and second o w rld ish ?  um ..
INTERVIEWER I s  i t  a case  o f  P l a t o 's  R epub lic  a l l  over a g a in , th e  g o ld  and
s i l v e r  and b r a s s  peop le?
JOSS W ell I  d o n 't  t h i n k . . .  I  mean th a t  may p ro v id e  an an alogy  f o r  
lo o k in g  a t  i t .  P eop le te n d  to  t a l k  more in  te rm s o f n o r th /s o u th  
r a th e r  th a n  a n y th in g  e l s e ,  I  th in k  i t ' s  a  h i s t o r i c a l  problem  
I  d o n 't  say  th a t  j u s t  because  I 'm  an h i s t o r i a n ,  I  th in k  t h a t  
what we c a l l  th e  t h i r d  w orld  h as  emerged f o r  re a s o n s  w hich can 
o n ly  be u n d e rs to o d  h i s t o r i c a l l y  and s o lu t io n s  to  t h i r d  w orld  
problem s w i l l  on ly  be r e a l i s e d  in  a h i s t o r i c a l  p ro c e s s  w hich we 
o u rs e lv e s  a re  c r e a t in g ,  um .. I  th in k  t h a t ,  and h e re  I 'm  t a lk in g  
in  g e n e ra l abou t s t r a t e g i e s ,  abou t how p eo p le  o rg a n is e  th e m se lv e s  
what o r g a n is a t io n s  amongst peop le  a re  s ig n i f i c a n t  o n es , uraoo how 
peop le  o rg a n ise  t h e i r  l i v e s  eco n o m ica lly , how c o u n t r ie s  a re  
dependent on one a n o th e r  to  meet th e  re q u ire m e n ts  o f  t h e i r  
economic o r g a n is a t io n s  and th a t  p ro je c te d  th ro u g h  h i s to r y  i s  
th e  way I  want to  lo o k  a t  most o f  what we have been  t a lk in g  abouto 
um .. I 'm  l e s s  q u a l i f i e d  to  t a l k  abou t Po land  th a n  p e rh a p s  um .. 
v io le n c e  o r  th e  t h i r d  w orld  h av ing  been  th ro u g h  them m y se lf ,
I  mean a t  a  tim e when I  w a s n 't  th in k in g  o f  f i r s t ,  second o r  t h i r d  
w o rld , I  was j u s t  th in k in g  in  te rm s o f  in c r e d ib le  p o v e r ty  and 
what aw ful p o v e r ty  th e re  was in  B o liv ia ,  you know, o r  i n  
Mexico o r  somewhere w hich I 'v e  seen  b u t ,  n ev e r why th e r e  i s  
p o v e r ty , I  mean t h a t ' s  a  v e ry  im p o rtan t q u e s t io n ,  why i s  th e r e  
a  t h i r d  w o rld , why a re  th e re  peop le  who consume a  f r a c t i o n  o f  
th e  e a r t h 's  r e s o u rc e s  and o f  th e  e a r t h 's  energy  th a n  o th e r  p eo p le  
on th e  same g lobe do, I  th in k  i t ' s  a p o l i t i c a l  problem  I  d o n 't  
th in k  t h e r e 's  an y th in g  in h e re n t  o r in e s c a p a b le ,  I  d o n 't  th in k  
th a t  th e re  alw ays have to  be peop le  on th e  bottom  o f  th e  p ack , 
th e  t h i r d  w hatever you want to  c a l l  i t ,  bottom  o f  th e  heap  um.o 
i t ' s  happened f o r  c e r t a i n  re a s o n s  th a t  in v o lv e  c o lo n is a t io n ,  
e x p lo i ta t io n ,  um .. by c o u n t r ie s  in  th e  n o r th  and th e  w est who 
f o r  w hatever re a so n s  have developed a momentum an e th o s  in  h i s to r y  
w hich re q u ire d  them som etim es w ith  a  th o u g h t o f  b e in g  b e n e v o le n t
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to  t r e a t  o th e r  peop le  th a t  way and th e se  peop le  began to  
r e s e n t  th a t  I  suppose and th e re  were n a t i o n a l i s t  movemements 
th e  c o u n t r ie s  which you now c a l l  th e  th i r d  w orld , f re e d  them- 
s e lv e s  from th e  som etim es, in te n d e d  benevo lence le a d e r s h ip  
o f c o u n t r ie s  we now c a l l  th e  f i r s t  w orld and now th e se  
c o u n tr ie s  a re  hav ing  to  fend  f o r  th em se lv es , som etim es th e y  
do i t  ve ry  w e ll because th e y  s t i l l  have th in g s  t h a t  c o u n tr ie s  
who t o t a l l y  dom inated them need even a s  indepoenden t n a t io n  
s t a t e s  and some im es t h e y 'r e  do ing  very  p o o rly  because  th e y  
have n o th in g  to  s e l l  b u t to u rism  o r t h e i r  p eo p le  in to  s la v e ry .  
But I 'm  ta lk in g  in  economic te rm s now and I 'm  n o t q u a l i f i e d  
to  come up w ith  f a c t s  and f ig u r e s  b u t I  do want to  see  th e  
problem s a s  a h i s t r o i c  one and an economic one. How do we 
d i s t r i b u t e  th e  goods and s e r v ic e s  th a t  a re  a v a i l a b l e .
Can you e la b o ra te  on th a t?  th e  h i s t o r i c a l  p o s i t i o n .
I t ' s  a  very  b ig  um .. v e ry  b ig  um ..
INTERVIEWER W ell what m ight be a p p a re n t to  you i s  n o t a p p a re n t to  me.
JOSS W ell i t  co n n ec ts  w ith  my i n t e r e s t  in  s c ie n c e  th ro u g h  th e  
s c i e n t i f i c  r e v o lu t io n ,  th e  r i s e  o f  c a p i ta l is m  in  th e  w est . 
and now w e 're  t a lk in g  ab o u t th e  f i f t e e n t h ,  s ix te e n th ,  d e v e n te e n th  
c e n tu ry , s ix te e n th  and se v e n te e n th  m a in ly , w h a t. ,  where d id  th e  
momentum come from t h a t  reac h ed  o u t su b se q u e n tly , n o t o n ly  to  
e x p lo re  b u t to  conquer and subdue o th e r  p a r t s  o f  th e  w o rld , 
o th e r  p e o p le , a whole ran g e  o f n a tu r a l  know ledge, th e  s p i r i t  was 
th e  same i t  was a g g re s s iv e  an outw ard t h r u s t ,  what was beyond 
i t s e l f ,  w hether i t  was th e  n a t io n  o r th e  in d iv id u a l  r e s e a r c h e r ,  
th e  in d iv id u a l  c a p i t a l i s t ,  th e re  were m ark e ts  to  co n q u er, th e re  
were b o d ie s  o f knowledge to  p u t under th e  s u b je c t io n  o f  e x p e r ts  
um th e re  were peop le  to  e n l ig h te n  and to  c h r i s t i a n i s e .  There 
was an outw ard th r u s t  based  on c e r t a in  assu m p tio n s  ab o u t th o se  
who were th r u s t i n g  o u t,  b u t abou t t h e i r  n a t io n  abou t th e  
r ig h tn e s s  o f t h e i r  c au se , abou t th e  in n e r  v i d a b i l i t y  o f  what th e y  
were do ing  and i f  I  had to  lo c a te  h i s t o r i c a l l y  where th e  p r e s e n t  
m a l- d is t r ib u t io n  o f th e  e a r t h 's  r e s o u rc e s ,  th e  p re s e n t  g lo b a l
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te n s io n s  have a r i s e n  I  would pu t i t  in  th e  s ix te e n th  and 
se v e n te e n th  c e n tu r ie s ,  p e rh ap s  back in  th e  f i f t e e n t h  c e n tu ry .
I  would p la c e  i t  in  w est and n o t in  th e  e a s t ,  I  would lo c a te  
i t  in  no rthern  Europe and B r i t a in  -  th e  f i r s t  i n d u s t r i a l i s e d  
co u n try , r a th e r  o f cou rse  th a n  America which w a s n 't  c o lo n ise d  
ju n t i l  th e  se v e n te e n th  c e n tu ry , um .. p e rh ap s  one o f  th e  f i r s t  
f r u i t s  o f t h i s  outw ard th r u s t  a s  I  have c a l le d  i t  v;as th e  
p e o p lin g  o f America w ith  peo p le  who looked  upon i t  a s  t h e i r  
new Z ion , where th e y  would b u i ld  th e  kingdom o f god. A r e c u r r e n t  
theme in  American h i s to r y  which acc o u n ts  I  th in k  in  la rg e  
m easure f o r  American m oralism .
INTERVIEWER I s  t h i s  th e  p i lg r im  f a th e r s  a n d . . .
JOSS T h a t 's  r i g h t ,  t h e r e 's  a whole m ythology abou t them now. But 
a r e c u r r in g  theme in  American h i s to r y  i s  t h a t  t h i s  i s  a 
C h r is t ia n  n a t io n  um .. i t ' s  fo und ing  f a th e r s ,  and now w e 're  
t a lk in g  abou t th e  e ig h te e n th  c e n tu ry  were god ly  men um .. and 
we n o t o n ly  have a  du ty  to  p u r i f y  o u rs e lv e s  b u t to  p u r i f y  th e  
w orld  and god i s  invoked  a s  b e in g  a  M essiah.^ I  th in k  i t ' s  
pu re  ru b b is h , i t ' s  pu re  u n m itig a te d  c o n c e it  and s e l f - r ig h te o u s n e s s ,  
A m ericans a re  wrong abou t t h e i r  fo und ing  f a th e r s ,  th e y  w e re n 't  
god ly  C h r is t i a n  men on th e  whole and Am erica knows n o th in g  o f 
th e  judgem ent o f god, o r seems to  know n o th in g  o f  th e  judgem ent 
o f  god, c e r t a in l y  n o th in g  abou t re p e n ta n c e . In  th e  ca se  o f  
Vietnam -  a  t h i r d  w orld  co u n try  i s  a b s o lu te ly  t y p i c a l ,  um .. 
b u t now we a re  a lo n g  way from where I  s t a r t e d  o u t i n  h i s t o r y .
I  can speak  more abou t Am erica th a n  I  can  abou t Europe and th e  
w est g e n e r a l ly .  But maybe t h a t ' s  a s  w e ll becau se  A m erica 
r e p r e s e n ts  th e ,  th e  most v i r u l e n t  form s o f  e x p lo i t a t io n  o f  th e  
t h i r d  w o rld . I t ' s  t h i s  l e v e l  you know, s t i l l  t h e r e .
INTERVIEWER Yes, y es  y o u 'v  s t i l l  g o t some ta p e  l e f t , ( l a u g h t e r )
JOSS W ell I  d o n 't  know. I 'm  s o r t  o f ru n n in g  o u t o f  th in g s  to  say  
r e a l l y ,  s o r t  o f ru n n in g  a t  th e  mouth.
3üU
INTERVIEWER Well i t ' s  g e t t in g  most i n t e r e s t i n g  a c tu a l ly ,  I  was j u s t  w ondering 
how you came to  th e  c o n c lu s io n  th a t  th e  p ilg r im  f a th e r s  w e re n 't  
s o r t  o f ,  w e l l . .  C h r is t ia n  i s n ' t  th e  r i g h t  p h ra se  I 'm  s e a rc h in g  fo r  
b u t . . . .
JOSS I  had b e t t e r  make a  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een th e  p ilg r im  f a th e r s  
and th e  found ing  f a th e r s .  The found ing  f a th e r s  were p eo p le  l i k e  
J e f f e r s o n  and um .. th e  p eo p le  who s ig n ed  th e  d e c la r a t io n  o f 
independence -  who w ro te  th e  d e c la r a t io n  o f independence and th e  
b i l l  o f r i g h t s  and so fo r th o  J e f f e r s o n  d ec id ed  th a t  he d i d n ' t  l ik e  
most o f  th e  s t u f f  in  th e  b ib le  o r th e  new te s ta m e n t ,  so he w ro te  
and p u b lish e d  h i s  own v e r s io n ,  w hich shows how f a s t  and lo o se  
he was a b le  to  p la y  w ith  C h r i s t i a n i t y .  These o th e r  fe l lo w s  
were f a r  more in f lu e n c e d  by r a t io n a l i s m ,  o r  th e
F rench  en lig h ten m en t th a n  th e y  were by any k in d  o f  o rth o d o x  
C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  w hich i s  n o t to  say  th a t  th e r e  w e re n 't  any s o r t  
o f P r e s b y t i r i a n s  say  o r . .
INTERVIEWER D id n 't  th e y  come from a B re th re n  o r  a  Quaker background , th e s e  
fo lk ?
JOSS Some o f  them y e s ,  b u t um.
INTERVIEWER Very n o n -co n fo rm is t w e re n 't  they?
JOSS Yes th e y  were a l l  n o n -c o n fo rm is t s u re .
INTERVIEWER I  c a n ' t  a c tu a l ly  remember a f t e r  a l l . . I 'm  s o r t  o f  d ig g in g  around 
in  th e  d e p th s  o f my b r a in .
JOSS Yes my ig n o ran c e  tooo But when we go back  to  th e  s e v e n te e n th  
c e n tu ry , th e  k in d  o f  p eo p le  who were se n t o t  A m erica, were 
p o l i t i c a l  p u r i t a n s  who were q u i te  happy to  have a  new s t a r t  in  
acc o u n try  where th e y  were n o t d is c r im in a te d  a g a in s t ,  um .. 
o f cou rse  th e y  ended up re p ro d u c in g  a  l o t  o f th e  p rob lem s th e y  
had e x p e rien ced  in  E ngland , b u t one th in g  th e y  w o u ld n 't  have
was a m onarchy. They w ouldn’t  t o l e r a t e  th e  m onarch 's  
e x p lo i ta t io n  o f them a t  th e  tim e th a t  th ey  d e c la re d  them­
s e lv e s  indep en d en t from B r i t a in .
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INTERVIEWER and y e t q u i te  a l o t  o f A m ericans t a l k  abou t B r i t a in  in  a 
q u i te  n o s ta lg ic  way and we a re  p a r t  o f  y o u ..
JOSS
INTERVIEWER
S h o rt m em ories, s h o r t  mem ories, i t ' s  th e  s o r t  o f . ,  i t ' s  th e  
o u tlo o k  th a t  sweeps America! s  p a s t  under th e  c a rp e t  a s  w e l l .
I 'v e  h ea rd  t h i s  f a i r l y  r e c e n t ly  a c tu a l ly ,  from two o r th r e e  
A m ericans -  w e 're  p a r t  o f  th e  B r i t i s h . . .
JOSS T h a t 's  r i g h t ,  our American co u s in s  o r  our B r i t i s h  c o u s in s ,  t h a t  
s o r t  o f chumminess. T h is  may be coming to  an end you know, i f  
we in  t h i s  c o u n try  d o n 't  a llo w  c r u is e  m is s i l e s  over hereo  
I  mean Am erica would l i k e  now fo r  B r i t a in  to  be t a r g e t t e d ,  
in  a  way t h a t  i t s  n o t p re p a re d  to  a llow  i t s e l f  to  be t a r g e t t e d .  
I  mean Am erica w i l l  s t i c k  i t s  c ru is e  m is s i l e s  a s  w e ll a s  th e s e  
M obile m is s i l e s  o u t in  Nevada o r U tah o r somewhere where h a rd ly  
anybody l i v e s .  T h e y 'l l  d r iv e  them around i n  l o r r i e s ,  b u t  th e y  
a re  p re p a re d  to  d r iv e  them around in  O x fo rd sh ire  h e re ,  w hich 
makes u s  a  t a r g e t  because  th e s e  a re  f i r s t  s t r i k e  m is s i l e s  
you know. So I 'm  n o t su re  how mych lo v e  A m erica r e a l l y  h a s  
f o r  B r i t a i n  i t s  p re p a re d  to  have a  l im i te d  n u c le a r  w a rfa re  
i n  th e  European th e a t r e  I  mean th a t  would a f f e c t  B r i t a in  
presum ably  a s  w e l l .  So th a t  would a l t e r  Anglo Am erican 
r e l a t i o n s  and um .. we were a c tu a l ly  t a lk in g  abou t th e  t h i r d  
w o rld .
•INTERVIEWER Have you g o t any o th e r  f e e l in g s  abou t th e  t h i r d  w orld?
JOSS I  d o n 't  know th e  q u e s tio n s  abo^ t th e  t h i r d  w o rld , z  w o u ld - 
l i k e  to  know how much o f  what we c a l l  t h i r d  w orld  was c o lo n is e d  
by B r i t a in ,  how much o f i t  um in  p ro p o r t io n  was c o lo n is e d  by
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Germany and F rance and P o r tu g a l ,  um .. then  I would l i k e  to  look  
a t  and maybe th e s e  a r e n ’t  s ig n i f i c a n t  q u e s t io n s ,  I  would l i k e  
to  f in d  o u t how w e ll o f f  r e l a t i v e l y  speak ing  th e se  form er 
c o lo n ie s  a r e .  Look a t  A m erica’ s c o lo n ie s ,  we d o n 't  ten d  to  th in k  
o f  them a s  c o lo n ie s  b u t th e  P h i l l i p i n e s ,  Cuba, P u erto  Rico um 
The V irg in  I s la n d s ,  some P a c i f i c  I s la n d s  which a re  to  a l l  
i n t e n t s  and p u rp o ses  A m erica 's  c o lo n ie s  and see how w e ll o f f  
th e y  a r e .  There a re  r e a l l y  i n t e r e s t i n g  q u e s tio n s  about th e  
fo rm a tio n  o f c o lo n ie s  and th en  th e  l i b e r a t i o n  i f  you want 
th ro u g h  n a t i o n a l i s t  movements l a t e r  on, most o f them, many tim es  
in  t h i s  c e n tu ry . T h e re 's  l o t s  o f q u e s tio n s  th e re  abou t economic 
dependence and um .. a l l i a n c e s  w ith in  th e  c o lo n ie s  th em se lv es  
w hich I  d o n 't  know th e  answ ers to o . But th e  momentum b eh in d  
th e  fo rm a tio n  o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld  and th e  l i b e r a t i o n  o f  th e  
t h i r d  w orld  I  th in k  w i l l  b e . ,  i s  an economic one b ased  on c e r t a in  
a ssu m p tio n s  o f  human n a tu re  and about n a t io n a l  d e s t in y .
INTERVIEWER O.K. Thanks Joss, I ' l l  f i n i s h  th e  in te rv ie w  th e re  so t h a t  
you can go to  your cou rse  team m eetin g .
JOSS
HUNGER STRIKERS 
INTERVIEWER
O.K. O.K.
You know th e re  have been  p r i s io n e r s  in  th e  Maize p r is o n  
in  I r e la n d  on hunger s t r i k e  f o r  q u i te  some tim e* Do you 
f e e l  t h a t  th e s e  p r i s io n e r s  sho u ld  be g iv e n  p o l i t i c a l  s t a tu s ?
JOSS W ell when Robin Day asked  me th a t  q u e s tio n  on The W orld a t  One, 
I  t o ld  h im . . .  Yes d e f i n i t e l y ,  um .. th e  c a te g o r ie s  p o l i t i c a l  
p r i s io n e r  -  t e r r o r i s t  um .. l e t ' s  s t a r t  w ith  t e r r o r i s t ;  th e  
c a te g o ry  t e r r o r i s t  i s  a  p o l i t i c a l  c a te g o ry  from th e  p o in t  o f 
view o f any e s ta b l i s h e d  governm ent, peo p le  who ta k e  up arm s 
a g a in s t  i t  from w ith in  a re  t e r r o r i s t s ,  b u t no r e v o lu t io n  would 
have ev e r ta k e n  p la c e  i f  th e re  h a d n 't  been  t e r r o r i s t s  o f  t h a t  
s o r t .  I 'm  su re  George I I I  re g a rd e d  th e  c o n t in e n ta l  army a s  
a group o f  t e r r o r i s t s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  because  th e y  d id  n o t f i g h t  
th e  way th e  B r i t i s h  arn y  d id  in  th e  war o f  independence in  
A m erica. I  im agine t h a t  th e  n o r th e rn  s t a t e s  re g a rd e d  th e  confed-
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e r a te  s o ld ie r s  a s  t e r r o r i s t s ;  a t  . - le a s t  u n o f f i c i a l l y  um .. 
s in c e  t e r r o r i s t  i s  a p o l i t i c a l  ca teg o ry  i t  seems to  me th a t  
you c a n 't  pu t t e r r o r i s t s  in  p r is o n  w ith o u t re g a rd in g  them a s  
p o l i t i c a l  p r i s io n e r s ,  um .. you can c a l l  them m u rd ere rs  b u t . ,  
c a l l in g  them m u rd ere rs  makes i t  lo o k  s o r t  o f very  u n - p o l i t i c a l  
d o e s n 't  i t ?
INTERVIEWER Yes, yes,
But a m urderer can be anyone who k i l l s  a n o th e r  p e rso n  in  co ld  
b lo o d , w hether o r n o t in  s e l f - d e f e n c e ,  i t ' s  a  q u e s t io n  o f 
w hether i t ' s  f i r s t ,  second o r t h i r d  d e g re e . I t ' s  c l e a r  t h a t  
s o ld ie r s  in  N o rth e rn  I r e la n d  k i l l  peop le  in  s e l f -d e f e n c e  o r  in  
co ld  b lood  -  b o th  have happened . But t h e y 'r e  n o t c o n s id e re d  to  
be m urd ere rs  th e re  a re  c e r t a in  p ro c e d u re s  f o r  t r y in g  them in  
c o u r ts  and c o n v ic tin g  them o f m urder b u t I  th in k  th a t  t h a t  i s  n o t 
th e  norm. There i s  a  l o t  o f  fo rg iv e n e s s  t h a t  goes on in  th e  
army. I  know t h a t  because  I  sp en t th e  even ing  l a s t  n ig h t  
w ith  a  guy who d e fu se s  bombs in  N orth ern  I r e la n d  and he was 
r e f e r r in g  to  young c h i ld r e n  in  N o rth ern  I r e la n d  a s  t e r r o r i s t s  
because  th e y  w ere th ro w in g  m is s i l e s  and p e t r o l  bombs, he 
s a id  a t  th e  tro o p s  coached by t h e i r  b ig  b r o th e r s  and f a t h e r s  
from th e  b ack . um .. and he was a  guy who grew up i n  T o x tie th  
and was a  member o f  s t r e e t  gangs and he made a  c l e a r  d i s t i n c t i o n ^  
betw een th e se  guys and th e s e  l i t t l e  k id s  i n  N o rth e rn  I r e l a n d .
I  am say in g  a l l  o f  t h i s  to  t r y  to  e s t a b l i s h  th e  r e l a t i v i t y  o f 
te rm s l i k e  ' t e r r o r i s t 'a n d 'm u r d e r e r '  which a re  a p p l ie d  w ith  
im pun ity  tow ard  th e  p eo p le  who want to  be g iv e n  p o l i t i c a l  . 
p r i s io n e r  s t a t u s  un N o rth e rn  I r e la n d  and um .. th e  t a b l e s  co u ld  
tu r n ,  i f  I r e la n d  w ere u n i te d  and B r i t i s h  tro o p s  s ta y e d  ov er 
th e re  th e  I r i s h  governm ent would re g a rd  them a s  t e r r o r i s t s .
The U n io n is ts  would re g a rd  th e  I r i s h  tro o p s  a s  i l l e g i t i m a t e  
o r i f  th e re  was an in a m ica b le  s e tt le m e n t and th e y  w ould be 
re g a rd e d  a s  t e r r o r i s t s  and so i t ' s  a  s la n g in g  m atch and I  th in k  
th e  word t e r r o r i s t  o r m urderer i s  used  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p u rp o se s  
b y t th e  governm ent in  a u th o r i ty  in  N o rth e rn  I r e l a n d .  I t ' s  up
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to  us to  d ec id e  i f  th o se  c a te g o r ie s  a re  w orth tra n sc e n d in g  
in  th e  l i g h t  o f h i s t o r i c a l l y  what has happened in  s i t u a t i o n s  
o f c o n f l i c t ,  how th e  t a b le s  have tu rn e d  and th e  t e r r o r i s t s  have 
come to  power and so on. I  mean what would th e  Bourbons have 
th o u g h t o f G isca rd  D e 's ta n g  o r M itte ra n d  o r any o f t h e i r  
l a t t e r  day fo llo w e rs  i f  th e y  f e l t  t h a t  th e y  would one day 
be in  power you know, i f  some tim e two hundred y e a rs  from now 
th e se  t e r r o r i s t s  would g e t power, you know th e y  a re  n o t t e r r o r i s t s  
and you c a n 't  conceive cf them b e in g  t e r r o r i s t s  b u t o b v io u s ly  
a t  one s ta g e  re p u b lic a n s  were a t h r e a t  to  th e  monarchy in  F rance  
so um .. my f i r s t  re a so n  f o r  g iv in g  them p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  i s  
by a rg u in g  h i s t o r i c a l l y  f o r  th e  r e l a t i v i t y ,  th e  e p i th e t s  th a t  
a re  a p p l ie d  to  th e  peo p le  who a re  p r e s e n t ly  in  p r is o n  um .. 
th e re  a re  o th e r  re a s o n s  f o r  g iv in g  them p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s ;
I  suppose on o f  them would be t h a t  i f  you th in k  th a t  p r i s io n e r s  
ought to  be t r e a t e d  in  a  h u m a n ita r ia n  way and n o n - p o l i t i c a l  
p r i s io n e r s  a re  n o t t r e a t e d  in  a h u m a n ita r ia n  way, th e n  in  o rd e r  
to  g iv e  th e se  p re s e n t  p r i s io n e r s  h u m a n ita r ia n  tre a tm e n t th e y  
shou ld  be c a l le d  p o l i t i c a l  ones because I 'm  assum ing th a t  
p o l i t i c a l  p r i s io n e r s  a re  a c t u a l l y  acco rd ed  p r e f e r e n t i a l  s t a t u s .
The c a te g o r ie s  e x i s t ;  and t h i s  i s  what I d o n 't  know v e ry  much 
a b o u t, how peop le  d i s t in g u is h  in  N o rth e rn  I r e la n d  o r  in  t h i s  
co u n try  f o r  th a t  m a tte r  betw een a  p o l i t i c a l  and a  n o n - p o l i t i c a l  
p r i s io n e r .  Do we have a  c a te g o ry  c a l le d  p o l i t i c a l  p r i s io n e r  
which may ap p ly  to  some p eo p le  and n o t to  o th e r s  i n  t h i s  co u n try  
o r in  N o rth e rn  I r e la n d ?  I  d o n 't  know. I  ex p ec t we d o . .  I  would 
l i k e  to  meet one. I  would l i k e  to  know what one d id . to  become 
a  p o l i t i c a l  p r i s io n e r  r a t h e r  th a n  a  m urderer o r  a  t e r r o r i s t  o r  a 
common c r im in a l .  My p e rs o n a l view i s  t h a t  a l l  p r i s io n e r s  a re  
p o l i t i c a l  p r i s io n e r s  because  I  d o n 't  th in k  th a t  p o l i t i c s  i s  
a  s e p a ra te  sphere  o f l i f e ;  a l l  o f l i f e  i s  p o l i t i c a l  and u l t im a te ly  
I 'm  n o t t a lk in g  abou t e x p l i c i t  m o tiv es . I 'm  t a lk in g  ab o u t um .. 
what i s  t a c i t  o r p o l i t i c a l  f o r c e s  th a t  end some p eo p le  up in  
p r is o n  and I  th in k  i f  we j u s t  l o s t  th e  c a te g o ry  'p o l i t i c a l  
p r i s i o n e r '  and j u s t  re g a rd e d  p eo p le  a s  b e in g  d e ta in e d  a g a in s t  
t h e i r  w i l l ,  o r som etim es because  th e y  want to  be ; um .. th in g s
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would be a l o t  e a s i e r .  I  mean to  g iv e  them a l l  h u m a n ita ria n  
t r e a t m e n t .
Would you say  a  p o l i t i c a l  p r i s io n e r  i s  d i f f e r e n t  from a 
p r is o n e r  who i s  a p r is o n e r  o f  co n sc ien ce?
W ell th a t  would depend on what i t  was abou t th e  p e r s o n 's  
co n sc ien ce  th a t  ended th e  p e rso n  up in  p r is o n  um .. maybe 
I  would go to  p r is o n  because  I  r e fu s e d  to  f i g h t  in  a w ar; 
w e ll to  me I  would be a p o l i t i c a l  p r is o n e r  t h a t ' s  a  p o l i t i c a l  
re a so n  becau se  my co n sien ce  says"no  I  w o n 't f ig h t "  um .. cou ld  
a  p e rso n  become a p r is o n e r  o f  consc ien ce  because  t h e i r  
co n sc ien ce  s a id  " I  w i l l  e a t  meat on F rid a y "  now i s  t h a t  a  
p o l i t i c a l  re a s o n , I  th in k  u l t im a te ly  i t  i s  a  p o l i t i c a l  r e a s o n . 
P eop le  have m oraise  l i k e  n o t e a t in g  meat on F r id a y  w hich become 
law s f o r  p o l i t i c a l  r e a s o n s .  Even though th e  Eoamn C a th o lic  church  
would say  "Oh no i t ' s  a t h e o l i g i c a l  re a so n  o r  a  d o c t r i n a l  re a so n "  
you cou ld  th in k  o f  l o t s  o f  th in g s  which would be c r i t e r i a  f o r  
sen d in g  p eo p le  to  p r is o n  um .. e a t in g  meat on F r id a y 's  one o f r  
them . um .. my co n sc ien ce  can t e l l  me a l l  k in d s  o f  th in g s  -  
l i k e  I  ought to  be a llow ed  to  d r iv e  a  hundred  m ile s  p e r  hour 
on th e  motorway, I  alw ays w i l l  t r a v e l  a s  q u ic k ly  a s  p o s s ib le  
betw een two p o in t s ,  my co n s ien c e  s a y s " th a t  a s  a  m a tte r  o f  u s in g  
my tim e to  th e  b e s t  advan tage  I 'm  such an  im p o rta n t p e rso n  
t h a t  I  sho u ld  be a llow ed  to  t r a v e l  t h a t  f a s t "  I  d o n 't  know 
t h a t  anyone would a s s ig n  th a t  a c t  to  co n sc ien ce  o r  n o t b u t  u m ...  
i f  I  were p u t in to  p r is o n  because  o f . .  I  c o n s i s t e n t ly  t r a v e l l e d  
to o  f a s t  on th e  motorway, would I  on th o se  te rm s be a  p r i s o n e r  
o f  co n sc ie n ce?  um .. c e r t a in l y  n o t form th e  la w 's  p o in t  o f  v iew . 
There a re  some th in g s  th e  law  re g a rd s  a s  b e in g  c o n so ie n a b le  
I  suppose , o r  n o t co n so ie n a b le  -  u n c o n sc ie n a b le  to  have d r iv e n  
to o  f a s t ,  b u t co n sc ien ce  w i l l  t e l l  you, you know to  o b se rv e
o r n o t f in d in g  I  th in k  t h a t  th e  d i s t i n c t i o n
b lu r s  betw een a p r i s io n e r  o f  c o n sc ie n c e , a p o l i t i c a l  p r i s o n e r  
and a what we c a l l  a common p r is o n e r ,  a common c r im in a l .  I 'm  
s u re  t h a t  some p eo p le  a re  cap a b le  o f  making a  v e ry  f in e  d i s t i n c t i o n  
in d e e d , b u t u l t im a te ly  i f  th e y  s e p a ra te  p o l i t i c a l  from o th e r  
k in d s  o f  p r i s o n e r s  th e y  must be a b le  to  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  in  human
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l i f e  betw een th o se  th in g s  which a re  p o l i t c a l  and th o se  
th in g s  which a r e n ' t  and I  f in d  th a t  u l t im a te ly  very  d i f f i c u l t  
to  do.
INTERVIEWER Yes. Would you say th a t  th e  p r is o n e r s  on hunger s t r i k e  a re  
p r is o n e r s  o f  co n sc ien ce  -  th e y  a re  f ig h t in g  f o r  a c a u se .
JOSS Yes b u t th e y 'r e  no t th e re  because  th e y  b e l ie v e  in  a causeo 
T h e y 're  th e re  because  in  f ig h t in g  f o r  th e  cause th e y 'v e  
v io la te d  th e  law s o f  th e  la n d .  I t  w a s n 't  j u s t  a m a tte r  o f  them 
r e f u s in g  to  do som eth ing , i t  was t h e i r  a g g re s s io n  which ended 
them up th e r e ,  um .. i f  I  d o n 't  f ig h t  in  a war I  can be lo c k ed  
up . I f  I  l i v e d  in  ' l 4 - ' l 8  p e r io d ,u m .. i f  I  was a Jap an ese  
in  C a l i f o r n ia  d u rin g  th e  second w orld  war I ' d  g e t herd ed  in to  
a c o n c e n tra t io n  camp becau se  I  was Ja p a n e se , o r because  I  
w o u ld n 't f i g h t  o r because  I  was a th r e a t  o r  som eth ing; w e ll  th o se  
a re  p r i s o n e r s  o f co n sc ien ce  o r  n a t io n a l i t y  o r w hatever p o l i t i c a l  
p r i s o n e r s  I  th in k  u l t im a te ly .  But i f  in  r e f u s in g  to  f i g h t  a 
war I  also  b u rn  my d rau g h t ca rd  and d e s tro y  governm ent p r o p e r ty ,  
which i t  was c a l le d  -  th e n  I  cou ld  be accused  o f  an a g g re s s iv e  
a c t ,  no t j u s t  an a c t  o f r e f u s a l ,  um. . • how can you r co n s ien c e  
t e l l  you o n ly  to  r e f u s e  th in g s  and no t to  do th in g s?
INTERVIEWER W ell i t  c a n 't  a c t u a l l y ,  I  mean i t ' s  a  two way th in g  i s n ' t  i t ?
JOSS Yes I  th in k  i t  i s  and n o t do ing  som ething i s .  . 
no such th in g  a s  n o t d o ing  som eth ing .
. t h e r e ' s
INTERIVEWER No y o u 'r e  s t i l l  making th e  d e c is io n ,  w hether .  . even i f  
you do i t  o r  you d o n 't  do i t .
JOSS T h a t 's  r i g h t ,  t h e r e 's  no n o t making d e c is io n s .  D e c is io n s  a re  
made and I  th in k  i t ' s  a  b a s i s  o f how peop le  d ec id e  to  b eh av e , 
w hether t h a t  b eh av io u r i s  a g g re s s iv e  o r in  th e  form a  r e f u s a l  
t h a t  ends them up b eh in d  um .. g e t t in g  them lo ck ed  away. I  th in k  
t h a t  th e re  i s  no q u e s tio n  th a t  th e y  shou ld  be g iv e n  p o l i t i c a l  
s t a t u s .  The on ly  re a so n  th e y  a r e n ' t  b e in g  g iven  p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  
i s  because i t  im p lie s  a r e c o g n i t io n  th a t  th e y  have a c a u se .
HOBBIES
Or a j u s t  cau se , th e y  m ight have a j u s t  cau se , and t h a t ' s  
th e  l a s t  th in g  th e  B r i t i s h  government w ants to  do.
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INTERVIEWER R igh t to  tu r n  to  som ething d i f f e r e n t  Joss. Have you go t 
a hobby o r a p astim e  th a t  you in d u lg e  in  o u ts id e  o f th e  
Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  som ething th a t  r e a l l y  tu r n s  you on?
JOSS W ell t h a t ' s  a um .. q u i te  a  q u e s tio n , you in d u lg e  in  som ething  
and i t  tu r n s  you on? I s  t h a t  th e  way you want to  p h ra se  i t ?
INTERVIEWER Not n e c e ss a r ily !^ , b u t som ething which you do which i s  t o t a l l y  
d i f f e r e n t  from your work a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty .  Som ething 
which you e n jo y .
JOSS W ell t h i s  r e l a t e s  to  th e  e a r ly  q u e s tio n  because  i t  depends on 
lo o k in g  a t  l i f e  in  com partm ental te rm s l i k e ;  t h i s  i s  t h a t  and 
t h i s  i s  f o r  t h a t  and n ev e r th e  tw ain  s h a l l  meet s o r t  o f  th in g .  
L ike my p r iv a te  l i f e  and my p u b lic  l i f e  a re  n o t co n n e c te d , o r 
i t  i s  p o s s ib le  fo r  my to  ta k e  i n t e r e s t s  in  th in g s  f o r  re a s o n s  
co m p le te ly  o th e r  th a n  I  ta k e  i n t e r e s t s  i n  my re m u n e ra tiv e  
employment, um. .  . peo p le  t e l l  me th a t  I  ought to  d e ta c h  
m yself from , from th e  work t h a t  I  g e t p a id  f o r  to  do o th e r  
th in g s  t o t a l l y  u n r e la te d .  I 'v e  alw ays found i t  d i f f i c u l t  to  
do th in g s  t o t a l l y  u n r e la te d ,  f o r  example I  suppose th e  th in g  
th a t  some p eo p le  w ould r e g a rd  a s  my hobby, I  have from  th e  
b e g in n in g  done fo r  academ ic re a s o n s  -  and t h a t  i s  to  sc o u t 
and buy books r e l a t e d  to  s u b je c t s  t h a t  I 'm  i n t e r e s t e d  i n ,  and 
th o se  s u b je c t s  a re  th e  s u b je c t s  t h a t  I  g e t  p a id  to  w r i te  and 
t a l k  a b o u t. I t ' s  n o t r e a l l y  c o l le c t in g  i n  th e  sen se  t h a t  some 
peo p le  c o l l e c t  H en tie  boys n o v e ls  and th e y  t r y  to  g e t  ev e ry  
b in d in g  v a r ia n t  and ev e ry  e o la t io n  v a r ia n t  and a l l  th e  e d i t i o n s  
in  a l l  th e  la n g u ag es  in  th e  w orld ; I  mean I 'm  n o t in t o  t h a t  
I  th in k  t h a t ' s  a  b i t .  . . t h a t  i s  in d u lg e n t ,  s e l f - i n d u l g e n t ,  
in v o lv e s  a g r e a t  d e a l more tim e and money to  h ig h ly  n e u r o t ic  
ends in v o lv in g  co m p le ten ess  and o rd e r ,  um. . . I 'm  much more 
i n t e r e s te d  in  g e t t in g  exam ples o f th e  whole l i t e r a t u r e  t h a t  I
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th in k  i s  very  im p o rtan t l i t e r a t u r e  o th e rw ise  I  w o u ld n 't be 
s tu d y in g  i t ,  ans th e se  e v e n tu a lly  become to o l s .  I  suppose 
i t ' s  l i k e  a c a rp e n te r  who a ls o  c o l l e c t s  woodworking to o l s ,  
o r c o l l e c t s  o ld  woodworking to o l s  and u s e s  them in  a  c r a f t s ­
man l i k e  way um. . from tim e to  tim e ( th e  o ld  to o l s  I  mean) 
to  b u i ld  f u r n i tu r e  o r to  b u i ld  f u r n i tu r e  in  an o ld  way. I t ' s  
n o t a  p e r f e c t  ana lo g y , um. . i t  would be h ard  to  say th a t  
c a r p e n te r 's  hobby a p a rt , from h i s  work was o ld  woodworking 
to o l s ,  a s  th e re  a re  o b v io u s ly  c o n n e c tio n s . I  used  to  p la y  
th e  trum pet I  d o n 't  any more. I 'v e  toyed  w ith  th e  id e a  o f 
p ic k in g  i t  up a g a in . I 'v e  even p u rchased  a  second hand c o rn e t ,  
um. . . i f  I  were to  be do ing  th a t  th e re  would be v e ry  l i t t l e  
co n n e c tio n  w ith  my work a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  um. . and I  
would en jo y  i t ,  I  would en jo y  b e in g  a b le  to  p la y  th e  c o rn e t 
good enough -  w e ll enough to  p la y  in  a  ja z z  band o r  som ething
l i k e  t h a t ,  l i v e  g r e a t  a d m ira tio n  f o r  peo p le  who can p la y
trum pet t h a t  w e ll ,  I  p lay ed  fo r  n in e  y e a rs  and n ev er g o t q u i te  
t h a t  f a r ,  a lth o u g h  I  was f a i r l y  good. That i s n ' t  a  hobby, p e rh ap s  
i t ' s  a  m easure o f  how r e l a t i v e  . . .
INTERVIEWER I t ' s  a  pastim e?
JOSS Oh t h a t  would be a  hobby i f  I  d id  i t , b u t  i t  i s n ' t  a  hobby.
maybe th e  book c o l l e c t in g  f o r  la c k  o f  a  b e t t e r  te rm  i s  a  
hobby -  um o o . i s  a  p astim e  .  . .  . i s  a  hobby. I  mean some 
p eo p le  would re g a rd  w atch ing  t e l e v i s i o n  a s  a  hobby, I  d o n 't  
do t h a t  enough, o r go to  m ovies, o r  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  any c u l t u r a l  
e v e n ts  o r  in  p o l i t i c a l  g ro u p s , o r in  o th e r  g in g e r  g ro u p s  to  
re g a rd  them a s  b e in g  h o b b ie s  and th e y  c e r t a in l y  w o u ld n 't  be 
co n n ec ted , d isc o n n e c te d  from my w ork. - um. . .  i s  i t  a  hobby 
to  be f ix in g  up o n e 's  house because i t  i s  d i l a p id a t e d ,  p a in t in g  
w a llp a p e r in g , b u t i t ' s  n o t r e a l l y  a form o f  r e l a x a t i o n  l i k e  
c o l l e c t in g  stam ps o r even c o l l e c t in g  books i s ,  b eca u se  th e r e  
i s  a c e r t a in  u rgency  abou t i t  -  y o u 'r e  do ing  i t  b ecau se  you have 
to ,  b ecause  you c a n 't  l i v e  in  a t i p .  I f  th e  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  hobby 
i s  what you do to  r e la x  and tu n e  o u t o f what you have to  do to
309
make a l i v in g ,  th en  I  d o n 't  suppose I  have a hobby. I  am 
an am ateur ra d io  o p e ra to r ,  I  have been s in c e  I 9 6 O and I  
h a v e n 't  ta k e n  th a t  up because  i t  i s  expensive  and tim e 
consuming and I  d o n 't  th in k  i t ' s  t e r r i b l y  o r ig i n a l  o r 
c r e a t iv e  you j u s t  s o r t  o f s t i  and t a l k  on a r a d io ,  you cou ld  
do t h a t  on th e  te le p h o n e , when I  was a te e n a g e r  I  th o u g h t i t  
was v ery  e x c i t in g  to  g e t up in  th e  m orning and tu rn  on my 
ra d io  t r a n s m i t t e r  and r e c e iv e r  and t a l k  to  peop le  in  gee w hizz 
C a l i f o r n ia  o r somewhere l i k e  t h a t  o r  even around th e  w orld  
f o r  f iv e  m inu tes  you know 'wow I  ta lk e d  to  th e  Congo' a s  i t  was 
th e n  I  th o u g h t t h a t  was r e a l l y  su p e r , I  c a n 't  g e t a l l  tu rn e d  
on abou t t h a t  now. Maybe com m unicating by am ateur r a d io  
s a t e l i t e s ,  bouncing  s ig n a ls  o f f  th e  moon to  someone a c ro s s  
th e  co u n try  would be e x c i t in g ,  i t ' s  a l l  v e ry  h ig h ly  te c h n o lo g ic a l  
a l l  v e ry  s p e c ia l i s e d ,  tim e consum ing, th e  peo p le  who te n d  to  
do i t  -  go in  f o r  i t  a t  t h a t  l e v e l  a re  th em se lv es  e n g in e e rs  
and i t  h a s  th e  same r e la t io n s h ip  to  t h e i r  employment a s  c o l l e c t ­
in g  books h as  to  my employment, so I  c a n 't  r e a l l y  g e t in to  
t h a t  because  t h a t  would mean i t  would end up b e in g  more th a n  
a hobby i f  I  d id  i t  i n  a way th a t  woudl s a t i s f y  me. So t h a t ' s  - 
why I  d o n 't  p ic k  i t  up .
INTERVIEWER HOw do you r e la x  o u ts id e  o f  work?
JOSS So much o f  my work i s  bound up in  n o t r e l a t i n g  to  p e o p le ,
b ecause  I  work in  t h i s  i n s t i t u t i o n  I  d o n 't  g iv e  l e c t u r e s ,
I  s i t  and I  w r i te  and re a d  th a t  a  l o t  o f  my r e la x a t i o n  h a s  to  • 
do I  th in k  w ith  r e l a t i n g  to  peo p le  and v e ry  f r e q u e n t ly  t h a t  ' s  
in  a  pub s o r t  o f  c o n te x t um . . som etim es i t  .  .  . w e ll  l i k e  
l a s t  n ig h t  I  went to  th e  d is c o  h e re  which I^ th o u g h t was v e ry  
good and re la x in g b e c a u se  I  w a s n 't  th in k in g  ab o u t my w ork, 
th e  m usic spaced  my mind o u t ,  I  was a b le  to  t a l k  to  p e o p le ,
I  g o t s l i g h t l y  p is s e d ,  um .  . t h a t  was a  good o c c a s io n , you know: 
and I  was w ith  t h i s  guy I  m entioned e a r l i e r  who was i n  N o rth e rn  
I r e la n d  and so we had some heavy c o n v e rsa tio n  you know, I  mean 
I  b a s i c a l l y  j u s t  l i s t e n e d  to  him , I  d i d n 't  la y  a n y th in g  on him 
and th a t  was a  good th in g ,  t h a t  was r e la x in g ,  b u t i t ' s  n o t some­
th in g  o • • • I  mean I 'v e  go t th e  s o r t  o f  p e r s o n a l i ty  t h a t ' s  s o r t
3 1 0
n e u ro t ic ;  i f  I  were to  p ic k  up som ething a s  a  hobby, to  do 
i t  fo r  r e la x a t io n  i t  would be d i f f i c u l t  f o r  me n o t to  do i t  
in te n s e ly  and i f  I  d id  i t  in te n s e ly  i t  would cease  to  be a 
hobby, and so f o r  me i t ' s  go t to  be som ething you can ta k e  o r 
le a v e  in  th e  gaps o f tim e um . . . som ething th a t  you d o n 't  
have to  book to  do I  th in k .  Maybe p la y in g  squash would be a 
good id e a  (you have to  book h e re )  i f  I  cou ld  j u s t  go ou t and 
p la y  te n n is  you know because th e re  was a c o u r t  f r e e  and I  
fa n c ie d  i t  and th e re  were peo p le  around , I  would f in d  th a t  
v e ry  r e la x in g ,  I  have done th a t  a few tim es  b u t a s  soon a s  
i t  s t a r t s  to  become a r e g u la r  th in g ,  a sc h e d u le , l i k e  th e  a 
co u rse  team m eeting  o r  som ething um . . th e n  i t  s t a r t s  to  
lo o se  i t s  hobby a s p e c t and ta k e s  on th e  a s p e c t o f  a cho re  f o r  me, 
So i t  h a s  go t to  be n o n -sc h e d u la b le  and som ething th a t  i s n ' t  
p e rsu ed  in te n s e ly  and som ething th a t  d o e s n 't  r e l a t e  to  what 
I 'm  do ing  f o r  ray employment and I  h a v e n 't  found y e t ,  maybe 
i t  n ev er w i l l  be i t
ADVICE FOR SOMEONE 
GETTING MARRIED.
INTERVIEWER R ig h t have you g o t any ad v ice  f o r  someone g e t t in g  m a rried ?
J O S S DON'T:
INTERVIEWER (la u g h in g )  do you b e l ie v e  in  th e  i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  m a rriag e?  
Or would you say  l i v e  to g e th e r?
J O S S W ell I  mean I  l i v e  w ith  someone now um. . b u t t h a t  d o e s n 't  
mean th a t .y o u  d o n 't  b e l ik e  i n  m a rr ia g e . As a  m a tte r  o f  f a c t  
I  d o n 't  b e l ie v e  in  m a rriag e  b u t l i v i n g  w ith  someone d o e s n 't  
mean t h a t  y o u 'r e  n o t go ing  to  g e t m a rried  o r  t h a t  you d o n 't  
th in k  t h a t  m arriag e  i s  a  good th in g ,  um . . l i v i n g  w ith  
someone can be to  a l l  i n t e n t s  and p u rp o ses  m arriag e  b eca u se  o f  
th e  way you l i v e  to g e th e r  and th e  way you spend y ou r l i v e s .
I f  I  l i v e d  w ith  a  woman (o r  a man fo r  th a t  m a tte r )  and t h a t  p e rso n  
was t o t a l l y  devo ted  to  me in  t h a t  way t h a t  m ost'^m arriages seem
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to  work and th e re  was a d iv i s io n  o f la b o u r  so th a t  she took  
c a re  fo  th e  k id s  and took  c a re  o f th e  house, and I  was th e  
p r in c ip le  b read  w inner and was f re e d  from th o se  dom estic 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s ;  th e n  i t  would be a carbon copy o f  m arriag e  
and th e re  would be v ery  l i t t l e  to  choose betw een i t .  I  th in k  
th a t  m arriag e  i s  h ig h ly  p o l i t i c a l  -  p e rh ap s  more p o l i t i c a l  
th an  o th e r  th in g s  th a t  we te n d  to  th in k  o f  a s  p o l i t i c s  because  
i t  to u c h es  u s  p e r s o n a l ly  day by day and i t  more c lo s e ly ,  more 
o b v io u s ly  th a n  d e c is io n s  to  um . . th e  d e c is io n s  th e  c a b in e t 
ta k e s ,  o r th e  d e c is io n s  th e  DHSS ta k e s  o r som ething l i k e  t h a t ,  
and because  i t  i s  p o l i t i c a l  um . . l i k e  a l l  o f l i f e  i s ( a s  I  
was say in g  e a r l i e r )  we have to .  . . .  I  th in k  we have to  make 
d e c is io n s  about l i v in g  a rran g em en ts  o r abou t m arriag e  b ased  on 
n o tio n s  o f  th e  common good o r  w h a t 's .  .  . on th e  b a s i s  o f 
p o l i t i c a l  assum ptions in  o th e r  w ords and um . . now you ask  
fo r  my a d v ic e , n o t why I  d o n 't  b e l ie v e  in  m arriag e .
INTERVIEWER But would you g iv e  someone ad v ice  about g e t t in g  m arried ?
JQSS I  would be tem pted  to ,  b u t t h a t  comes a c ro s s  a s  h ig h ly  m o r a l i s t i c ,
I f  someone asked  me I  would t e l l  them , I  mean I  have been  
known (even  w ith in  th e  l a s t  tw en ty  fo u r  h o u rs) to  ap p lau d  some­
o n e 's  d e c is io n  n o t to  be g e t t in g  m a rried  a t  th e  moment, I  
d i d n 't  come o u t and say  "and d o n 't  you e v e r do i t "  I  j u s t  s o r t  
o f  s a id  "good"w ith  a  b ig  g r in .  I f  I  went around t e l l i n g  p eo p le
n o t to  g e t m a rried  I  would be a s  bad a s  p eo p le  go ing  round
sa y in g  "b u t you sh o u ld  be m a rried  i f  y o u 'r e  l i v i n g  to g e th e r " .
I f  I  were asked  I  would say  "no d o n 't  do i t "  and i f  th e y  s a id  
"why" I  would say  "w e ll why do you want t o ,  w h a t 's  i t  go ing  
to  g iv e  you th a t  you c o u ld n 't  have anyhow" and I  co u ld  im agine 
th e  answ ers th a t  would come, b u t I  d o n 't  th in k  any o f  th e  answ ers 
w ash. I t ' s  c l e a r  t h a t  i f  I  was aëk in g  a  c a b in e t m in is te r  o r 
someone w ith  an i n t e r e s t  in  th e  e s ta b l i s h e d  form o f  governm ent 
o r th e  e s ta b l i s h e d  k in d  o f  s c o ie ty  t h a t  we h ave , th e n  t h a t  
p e rso n  m ight t e l l  me t h a t  th e re  a re  r e a l  ad v an tag es  to  g e t t in g  
m a rried  and i t ' s  r i g h t  and p ro p e r  t h a t  you shou ld  do , becau se  
on i t  depends th e  s o c ia l  o rd e r  we en jo y , now th a t  w ould be a
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d i f f e r e n t  s o r t  o f  argum ent. That p erso n  would be a rg u in g  
f o r  m arriag e  p o l i t i c a l l y  where someone e l s e  would be a rg u in g ; 
some p r iv a te  in d iv id u a l  would say  "b u t i t  g iv e s  me s e c u r i ty "  
o r som ething l i k e  th a t  and I  would meet t h a t  s o r t  o f an 
o b je c t io n  in  th e  same way um . .  in  a d i f f e r e n t  way. I f  someone 
s a id  to  me " i t  would g iv e  me s e c u r i ty "  I  would say "b u t you 
d o n 't  r e a l l y  have nay more s e c u r i ty  th e r e ,  you on ly  have th e  
i l l u s i o n  o f s e c u r i ty ,  i t  o n ly  makes you l i f e  more d i f f i c u l t  
i f  you f in d  ou t e v e n tu a lly  you d i d n 't  have th e  s e c u r i ty  you 
th o u g h t you had" and to  th e  b u re a c ra t  o r whoever i s  a rg u in g  
f o r  m arriag e  in  p o l i t i c a l  te rm s I  would say  " t h a t 's  f in e  i t  
shows wha t  your p o l i t i c s  a re  t h a t  you th in k  so much o f 
m a rr ia g e . I f  you r e a l l y  w anted peo p le  to  be a b le  to  change 
t h e i r  r e l a t io n s h ip s  w ith  each  o th e r  and to  have a  d i f f e r e n t  
form o f  s o c ie ty ,  th e n  you would argue th a t  a t  t h i s  most in t im a te  
l e v e l  o f  our l i v e s  th e re  sh o u ld  be fundam ental changes a s  w e ll"  
and t h a t ' s  a  d i f f e r e n t  s o r t  o f argum ent from th e  one I  would p u t 
to  th e  p e rso n  who i s  j u s t  w o rrie d  about s e c u r i ty  o r  "am I  go ing  
t o  have c h i ld r e n ,  o r  who i s  go ing  to  ta k e  c a re  o f  my c h i ld r e n " .
I  th in k  u l t im a te ly  b o th  q u e s tio n s  g e t answ ered on th e  b a s i s  o f 
th e  same assu m p tio n s b u t have to  be d e a l t  w ith  v e ry  d i f f e r e n t l y  
b u t no I  w o u ld n 't  a d v ise  a  p e rso n  to  g e t m a rr ie d  and I  would 
argue  a g a in s t  i t .
'MY JOB' UÇS
INTERVIEWER R igh t th a n k s  Joss can you o u t l in e  what you th in k  yo u r job
a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty  in v o lv e s?
JOSS _ W ell peop le  who have asked  me th a t  -  um .. what do you do
a t  th e  Open U n iv e r s i ty ,  I  say  "w e ll I 'm  s o r t  o f a  hack  
w r i te r  f o r  B r i t a i n 's  l a r g e s t  co rrespondence  sch o o l"  I  a c t u a l l y  
s a id  t h i s  to  someone th e  o th e r  n ig h t  and th e y  w e re n 't  q u i te  
su re  q h a t a  hack w r i t e r  was and I  s a id  "someone who g e t s  p a id  
fo r  w r i t in g  s t u f f  by th e  word" and i t ' s  n o t q u i te  t h a t  s im p le , 
b u t i t  seems to  me t h a t ,  and most o b v io u s ly , my f i r s t  most 
obv ious ta s k  i s  a s  a w r i t e r  um. . .  o f  co rresp o n d en ce  m a te r ia l s .
313
seco n d ly  i t  would be a s  a p a r t i c ip a n t  in  cou rse  team s, 
p la n n in g  o th e r  p e o p le 's  w r i t in g  a s  w e ll a s  my own, commenting 
on i t  and making d e c is io n s  abou t g e n e ra l o u t l in e s  o f th in g s  
th a t  peop le  a re  go ing  to  w r i te  um. . and I  shou ld  add to  th e  
w r i t in g  th e  o th e r  media which u l t im a te ly  i s  b ased  on th e  
w r i t in g  b u t w hich in v o lv e s  n o t s o r t  o f p r iv a te  endeavour b u t 
s o r t  o f  l i a s i n g  w ith  th e  B .B .C . so w e've gone from w r i t in g  to  
com m ittee work to  l i a s o n  work b ased  on w r i t in g  and um- . • 
th e re  seems to  me th e re  ought to  be more, som ething g ra n d e r 
p e rh ap s  t h a t  encom passes th o se  th r e e  p o in ts  um. . som ething more 
g e n e ra l abou t su p p o rt o f th e  i n s t i t u t i o n .
INTERVIEWER I t  would p ro b ab ly  be on a  job  s p e c i f i c a t io n  I  would th in k  
w o u ld n 't i t  -  s u b s c r ib e s  to  th e  id e a s  o f th e  I .E .T .  o r  som ething,
JOSS You see  t h a t  w o u ld n 't  g e t on a job  s p e c i f i c a t io n  b ecau se  u n lik e  
m arriag e  becau se  u n lik e  m arriag e  you d o n 't  have to  b e l ie v e  in  
t h i s  i n s t i t u t i o n  to  be a  p a r t  o f  i t ;  b u t f o r  me th a t  was an 
im p o rta n t f a c t o r  and so I  would say  "my job  in v o lv e s "  d id  you 
u se  th e  word in v o lv e s?
INTERVIEWER Yes.
JOSS Yes w e ll i t  in v o lv e s  n o t o n ly  th o se  p r a c t i c a l  ta s k s  b u t  i t  
in v o lv e s  (you want to  say  i t  in v o lv e s  som ething th a t  i s n ' t  a  
b e h a v io u ra l th in g )  i t  in v o lv e s  a  c e r t a in  to  e d u c a tin g  a d u l t s  
who d i d n 't  have th e  chance because  o f th e  d is c r im in a to ry  
e d u c a tio n a l system  i n  t h i s  co u n try  to  o b ta in  th e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  
t h a t  t h i s  s o c ie ty  r e g a rd s  a s  money making o n es . A lthough  th e r e  
a re  some p e o p le , p e rh ap s  many peo p le  h e re  a c t u a l l y  who a re  
g en u in e ly  i n t e r e s t e d  in  le a r n in g  abou t l i f e  and th e  w orld  and 
h i s to r y  and th e  a r t s  and th o se  peop le  I  have even more sym pathy 
fo r  and I  th in k  my job  in v o lv e s  a  commitment to  them a s  w e ll  a s  
th o se  who have been  d isad v an tag ed  and want to  c a tc h  up and make 
up f o r  l o s t  tim e . So th e re  i t  i s  i t ' s  w r i t in g ,  i t ' s  com m ittees 
p la n n in g  o th e r s  w r i t in g ,  i t ' s  l i a s o n  w ith  peo p le  w ork ing  in  o th e r
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media based  on w r i t in g  and, , b u t o v e r a l l  i  i s  a commitment 
to  i d e a l s  o f a d u l t  f u r th e r  ed u c a tio n  in  a h ig h ly  d is c r im in a to ry  
c o n te x t .
INTERVIEWER
J O S S
R ig h t how in t e r e s t e d  a re  you Joss; r e v e r t in g  back  to  th e  
e a r l i e r  to p i c s ,  in  to p ic s  in  th e  news?
j^U ging from how much I 'v e  re a d  new spapers and l i s t e n e d  
to  th e  r a d io  and t e l e v i s i o n  t h i s  week n o t v e ry ; b u t t h a t ' s  j u s t  
th e  a c c id e n t o f  h av ing  a  b roken  r a d io  and n o t g e t t in g  o u t and 
g e t t in g  new spapers because  I 'v e  been w r i t in g  f o r  t h i s  i n s t i ­
t u t io n ,  b u t I  am v e ry  i n t e r e s t e d  though n o t e q u a l ly  i n t e r e s t e d  
in  a l l  o f them .
INTERVIEWER Yes, would you say  you a re  w e ll inform ed?
J O S S Not p a r t i c u l a r l y .
INTERVIEWER Do you th in k  you co u ld  make y o u r s e l f  more inform ed?
J O S S Oh y e s .
INTERVIEWER Yes.
J O S S yeah , som etim es I  w ish t h a t  I  co u ld  le a v e  t h i s  job  and go to  
where th e  a c t io n  i s  i f  you know what I  mean; um . . I  d o n 't  
mean an ex o f f i c i o  p o s t in  th e  c a b in e t  I  mean more l i k e  
jo u rn a lis m , th e  m edia because  t h a t  i s  where p o l i t i c s  i s  b e in g  
made in  p r a c t ic e  um . .
INTERVIEWER
J O S S
You w o u ld n 't l i k e  f o r  example to  te a c h  in  th e  u n iv e r s i t y  o f  
U ls te r?  where you m ight be in  th e  m iddle o f  th in g s .
I  w o u ld n 't n e c e s s a r i l l y  be in  th e  m iddle o f  th in g s .  I 'm  supposed  
to  go to  B e l f a s t  and g iv e  a l e c tu r e  n ex t A p r il  a t  Q u een 's  c o l le g e
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and um . . 1  mean I  s h a l l  drop ou t o f th e  sky I  s h a l l  go 
r i g h t  back up from whence I  came, I  w on 't have to  g e t in v o lv e d  
a t  a l l .  But i t  i s  an e x c i t in g  p ro sp e c t I  suppose um .. o f 
a r a th e r  d a u n tin g  p ro sp e c t o f coming th a t  c lo se  to  th e  
t r o u b le s  and i f  I  f e l t  p o l i t i c a l l y  w e ll enough inform ed  and 
ad ep t I  th in k  I  would ta k e  on a p o s t o r a tem porary  p o s t in  
U ls te r  a s  a c h a l le n g e . But a t  th e  moment I  f in d  i t  more 
d au n tin g  because  I 'm  n o t in fo rm ed . I f  I  were go ing  ov er th e re  
to  l e c tu r e  on s o r t  o f  C h a rle s  Darwin and th e  I r i s h  q u e s tio n  
which i s  a  f e a s ib l e  l e c tu r e  I  suppose I  cou ld  v ery  w e ll be 
w r i t in g  i t  now I  suppose . I  would f in d  th a t  e x c i t in g  because  
I  would be say in g  th in g s  in  a  p o l i t i c a l  way and in  a  p o l i t i c a l  
c o n te x t abou t someone whose um c e n te n a ry  o f  whose d e a th  i s  
coming up; b u t i 'm  n o t in  f a c t ,  I 'm  n o t g o in g  and a d d re s s in g  
m yself to  what i s  happen ing  th e r e  a t  a l l  n ex t A p r i l .
INTERVIEWER O.K. THEN THANKS VERY MUCH JOSS.
PO LAND
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T R A N S G R I P T 12
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  L a n c e
INTERVIEWER R ight th e n  Lance , how do yoi|see th e  s i t u a t io n  in  Poland 
a t  th e  p re s e n t  tim e?
LANCE
INTERVIEWER
Um. P o land , I  shou ld  say  m yself th a t  i t  i s  in e v i ta b l e  th a t  
i t  i s  a  tra n s fo rm a  . . a t r a n s i t i o n a l  p e r io d  th e y 'r e  go ing  
th ro u g h , and though th e  West may be over c r i t i c a l  abou t i t  
in  th e  end i t  may be more pow erfu l and more s u c c e s s fu l  
and th e r e f o r e ,  i f  th a t  i s  so , th e re f o r e  i t  cou ld  be à" 
b ig g e r  t h r e a t  to  th e  id e a s  o f c a p i ta l is m  and I  th in k  th a t  
t h i s  i s  in e v i t a b l e  now, th a t  t h i s  i s  go ing  th ro u g h  a 
t r a n s i t i o n a l  p e r io d  and i t  i s  e v o lv in g  and um. . i t  m ight 
w e ll come o u t to  be v e ry  s u c c e s s fu l  in  th e  end, e s p e c i a l l y  
i f  th e y  have f r e e  speech  and th e y  can e l e c t  t h e i r  l e a d e r s ,  
so f o r th  and so on, and th e  w orking c l a s s ,  even now can 
d ec id e  t h e i r  d e s t in y  th rough  a s o c i a l i s t  governm ent, so 
th e r e f o r e ,  I  th in k  t h a t  t h i s  i s  a good th in g  t h a t  i s  g o ing  on.
Yes.
LA N C E Yes d e f i n i t e l y ,  y e s  I  th in k  t h i s  i s  g r e a t  and um . . I  see
i t  w i l l  happen, and um . . n o t o n ly  th e re  b u t in  th e
e a s te r n  b lo c  a s  a  w hole, i t ' s  in e v i t a b l e .
INTERVIEWER I s  i t ?
LA N C E
INTERVIEWER
Yes I 'm  c e r t a in  o f  i t ,  and um i t  m ight w e ll come o u t th e y  
a re  a  f a r  s t r o n g e r  and a h a p p ie r  p e o p le , oh y es  d e f i n i t e l y .
Would you say  th a t  th e  h i s to r y  o f the  co u n try  i s  im p o rta n t 
in  th i s ?
LA N C E W ell, c e r t a in l y ,  I L.-'an t;.ey  t a lk  about P o land , a l l  y o u 'v e  
got to  ask  y o u r s e l f  when you look  a t  P o land , look  a t  where 
i t ' s  s i tu a te d  g e o g ra p h ic a lly ,  i t ' s  a . . a s  H i t l e r  s a id  
i t  was a b a s ta rd  co u n try "  r e a l l y ,  i t ' s  s tu c k  betw een two
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m ajor pow ers th e  S o v ie t Union and Germany and um . .  
then  i f  you go on to  look  a t  th e  h i s to r y ,  what was i t ?  
i t  was feu d a lism  p r io r  to  th e  second w orld w ar, C ounts 
and C o u n te sses  and a l l  t h i s  o ld  ru b b is h , and very  fe u d a l 
and peop le  r e g r e t  t h i s ,  I  n o tic e  today  th ey  have c a r  
f a c t o r i e s ,  t r a c t o r  f a c t o r i e s ,  the  Lenin s t e e l  m i l l s ,  w e ll 
a l l  t h i s  must have been b u i l t  under the  communist s t a t e ,  
and th e y  had none o f t h a t ,  and I  see th e y 'r e  q u i te  an 
i n d u s t r i a l  co u n try  to d ay , and I  ta k e  hope fo r  P o lan d ,
I  b e l ie v e  t h a t  n o t on ly  in  P o land , b u t in  o th e r  p la c e s  
i t  i s  in e v i ta b l e  th a t  i t  w i l l  happen R u ss ia  w i l l  s t i l l  be 
in  th e  dark  ag e , t h i s  w i l l  evolve and I  d o n 't  th in k  t h a t  
th e y  a re  b a s i c a l l y  r e j e c t i n g  th e  b a s ic  p r in c i p le s  o f  s o c ia l is m  
and I  th in k  t h e y ' l l  come o u t o f i t  f a r  more s t r o n g ly  and 
a  h a p p ie r  p eo p le  and um . . .  once i t ' s  been  more dem ocrat 
th e  pow ers in  P o lan d , I  th in k  t h a t ' s  what w i l l  happen, 
y e s .  So i t ' s  hope, in  f a c t  i t  cou ld  be hope f o r  th e  whole 
w o rld , because  i f  th e y  can show us t h a t  you can have a  s o c ia l iz  
s t a t e  w ith  d em o cra tic  democracy r e a l l y  th r iv in g  and th a t  
peo p le  can d ec id e  who t h e i r  le a d e r s  a re  go ing  to  b e , and 
sack  them i f  th e y 'r e  incom peten t and um , I  th in k  t h i s  i s  
a r a y  o f  hope f o r  a  l o t  o f  u s .  Yes, n o t o n ly  j u s t  th e  P o le s .
INTERVIEWER What abou t th e  r e l i g i o n  o f  th e  co un try?
L ANCE W ell t h a t ' s  th e  o th e r  th in g  abou t P o land , when I 'v e  lo o k e d  
a t  i t ,  I  r e a l i s e  t h a t  i t  i s  p red o m in an tly  o f  C a th o lic ism , 
and I 'v e  n o tic e d  w herever C a th o lic ism  h as  been  p red o m in an t 
t h a t  i t  seems to  have k e p t th e  peop le  down in  p o v e r ty  and 
ig n o ra n c e , w herever you lo o k  a t  i t  i n  th e  w orld  w here th e y  
a re  p red o m in an t, i t  i s  such , and um .  . I  p e r s o n a l ly  
m yself a s  an a t h e i s t  have no tim e fo r  them, so t h e r e f o r e ,  
t h i s  a ls o  i s  a v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  problem  when you c r e a te  a 
s o c i a l i s t  s t a t e  w ith  them b e in g  o f a s tro n g  c a th o l ic  f a i t h ,  
b u t maybe in  th e  f i n a l  a n a ly s i s  th a t  th e y  can come to  accom­
m odation w ith  one a n o th e r  and um , . change th e  b a s ic  c o n c e p ts  
ol Marxism and C h r i s t i a n i ty  when they f in d  th a t  th e y  have 
a common g o a l , you know; I  th in k  t h i s  cou ld  happen, b u t o f
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INTERVIEWER
c o u r .0 i t - 3  v e r y  d i f f i c u l t  i f  y o u  h a v e  a  . . s u c h  um .  .
I ' d  j u s t  s a y  um .  . w h e r e  C a t h o l i c i s m  i s  s o  e n t r e n c h e d ,
which o b v io u s ly  i t  i s  in  P o land , th e r e f o r e ,  i t  makes i t
m o re  d i f f i c u l t  s u r e l y  t o  c r e a t e  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  s t a t e ,  s o  
t h i s  i s  t h e  way I  s e e  i t .
Um . . .  do you th in k  th a t  th e  P o lis h  Pope i s  g o in g  to  be in-
f l u e n t i a l ?
LANCE
INTERVIEWER
LANCE
W ell I  , o b v io u s ly  he i s  i n f l u e n t i a l  in  Poland by th e  
f a c t  t h a t  he i s  a  P o le , you know. But um . . .  and i t ' s  
obv ious to  me t h a t  th e  s t a t e  i s  m eddling in  th e  a f f a i r s  o f  
P o land  -  th e  church th e re  I  would sa y . They alw ays have 
th ro u g h o u t h i s to r y  and I  c a n 't  see  how th e y  a l l  o f  a sudden 
have you know changed co u rse  and I  sho u ld  say  m y se lf t h a t  
he c e r t a in l y  h as  had an  in f lu e n c e  on P o land  and i t s  p e o p le , 
b u t um . . t h i s  s t i l l  d o n 't  d e te r  me from th e  f a c t  t h a t  
b e l ie v e  t h a t  s o c ia l is m  i s  th e  on ly  hope we have o f  h av in g  
a p o l i t i c a l  e n t i t y  t h a t  w i l l  b a s i c a l ly  work. B ecause you 
see a l l  o f  th e  o th e r  system s w e've had a re  co m p le te ly  hope­
l e s s ,  and um. . and I  th in k  th a t  th ey  sho u ld  have been  
a b o lis h e d  a  lo n g  tim e ago , so th e r e f o r e ,  I  see  t h a t  w hat 
co u ld  evo lv e  in  P o lan d , o r  I  hope w i l l  evo lv e  in  P o land  
would be a  C h r is t i a n  s o c i a l i s t  s o c ie ty  and um .  . i t  
cou ld  be o f  g r e a t  hope f o r - a l l  o f  u s , n o t j u s t  th e  P o le s ,  
t h i s  IS  th e  way I  see  t h i s  th in g ,  you know I  d o n 't  see  i t  
a s  um .  . I  see  i t  a s  hope -  w h a t 's  go ing  on th e r e .
Yes. Do you th in k  th e  u n io n s  w i l l  p la y  an im p o rta n t r o le ?  
in  t h i s  new s e t  up?
Yes I  th in k  th e y  w i l l  b u t ,  ray argum ent h as  alw ays been  th a t  
th e  u n io n s  and th e  c a p i t a l i s t  s o c ie ty  and a s o c ia l  s o c ie ty ,  
s u re ly  th e  u n io n s  w i l l  se rv e  two d i f f e r e n t  fu n c t io n s  b ecau se  
a un ion  in  a c a p i t a l s i t  s o c ie ty  -  i t  s ta n d s  betw een th e  
la b o u t and th e  c a p i t a l ,  w e ll i f  th e  w o rkers, a t  l e a s t  in  
th e o ry , have tak en  c o n t ro l ,  o r  have c o n tro l  fo  th e  means o f 
p ro d u c tio n , so th e r e f o r e ,  they  a re  th e  c a p t i a l i c t s  on masse 
th e r e f o r e ,  I  see  th e  u n io n s  a s  perfo rm ing  a d i f f e r e n t  r o le
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as  to  what th ey  do now, and um . . so I  see . o o b v io u s ly  
they  have a r o le  I  th in k  to  perfo rm , th e rd s  no doubt 
abou t th a t  and um . . th ey  can no doub t, have a trem endous 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  tow ards th e  s t a t e ,  b u t fo r  example: I  see 
in  t h i s  co u n try  where some a re  s a y in g . . . i t  seems to  be 
r e g a r d le s s  o f  who i s  in  power, th e y  t r y  to  g e t th e  u tm ost 
f o r  t h e i r  members, and I  som etim es q u e s tio n  th a t  -  a s  to  
w hether th a t  i s  c o r r e c t  and um . . what about o th e r  peop le  
b e s id e s  t h e i r  members you know, and um . . I  th in k  th a t  th e  
u n io n s  in  a s o c i a l i s t  s o c ie ty  would have a d i f f e r e n t  fu n c tio n  
a l to g e th e r  to  perform  e n t i r e l y  from th e  way i t ’ s done h e re .
And um . o I 'm  v ery  s h a l l  I  say  's u s p ic io u s ' o f a  l o t  o f th e  
u n io n s  i n  th e  c a p i t a l i s t  system  how ever, and I 'm  v e ry  s u s p ic io i  
o f  them and I  see  t h a t  th ey  have p u t them in to  th e  House o f 
L ords and made them S i r s  and a l l  t h a t ,  and t h i s  seems a s  i f  
th e  system  h as  k in d  o f  bought them o f f ,  b u t re g a rd in g  in  
P o land , I  th in k  th e y 'r e  c a r ry in g  i t  a  sp earh ead  in  a  
d i f f e r e n t  d i r e c t io n  a l to g e th e r ,  and I  th in k  th a t  t h i s  cou ld  
be a  m arking p o in t  in  h i s to r y  and w hereas th e  u n io n s  a re  
ta k in g ,  w i l l  may be in  th e  end e n r ic h  communism and r e a l l y  
make i t  w ork. I  th in k  t h i s  m ight w e ll happen and a s  I  say  
w h ile  th e  c r i t i c s  in  th e  West a re  on about i t  th e y  may w e ll 
lo o k  o u t t h a t  th e y  d o n 't  come o u t f a r  s t r o n g e r ,  and th e  o th e r  
th in g  th a t  I  a ls o  n o tic e d  abou t Poland i s  th e y  have trem endous 
c r e d i t s  from th e  w es te rn  w orld , and th e r e f o r e ,  i f  th e y  would 
when th e y  d e a l t  w ith  th e  d e v i l s  -  a s  th e y  say  you need a  
b loody  b ig  spoon to  d e a l w ith  th e  d e v i l  and by h av in g  a l l  t h i s  
c r e d i t ,  d id  th e y  th e re f o r e  th e n  d e a l in g  w ith  th e  c a p i t a l i s t  
o r th e  c a p i t a l i s t  w es t, th e n  d id  th e y  i n h e r i t  th e  c a p i t a l i s t  
p roblem s o f  i n f l a t i o n  and d id  t h i s  n o t h e lp  to  a c c e le r a te  
what th e y 'v e  go t now, because  I  c a n 't  b a s i c a l l y  see  t h a t  i f  
peo p le  a re  w e ll fe d , c lo th e d  and housed and 
t h e y 'r e  n o t b a s i c a l l y  going on th e  s t r e e t s  and b loody  w e ll 
making r e v o lu t io n s ,  so th e re  must be a l o t  to  th e  re a s o n s  why 
th ey  do i t ,  you s e e , so I  th in k  th e re  a re  l o t s  o f th in g s  one 
has to  lo o k  a t  when you look  a t  Poland  b e s id e s  i t s  h i s to r y  in  
g e n e ra l b e fo re  you can a t  l e a s t  t r y  and make a c l e a r e r  o b je c t ­
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iv e  to  what i s  happen ing , b u t um. . t h e r e 's  no doubt about 
i t ,  i t  a p p e a rs  to  me th a t  th e  West have l e t  them have m illio n : 
and m i l l io n s  o f pounds and um . . and a l l  th e  i n t e r e s t  and 
a l l  th e  o th e r  r ig m aro le  th a t  goes w ith  th a t  and um. . so 
th e r e f o r e ,  have th e y  n o t,  th e re fo re  in h e r i t e d  a l o t  o f th e  
W estern problem s th a t  come w ith  c a p i t a l  from th e  w est, you 
see so um • « and um • « I 'm  o f te n  w ondering about t h a t  and 
i s  n o t th e  m edia in  t h i s  c o u n try , because th e  c a p i t a l i s t  
system  in  th e  West i s  ve ry  p re c a r io u s  now in  t h i s  moment 
o f h i s to r y ,  i t  d o n 't  know where i t ' s  go ing , i t ' s  g e t t in g  
more and more a t  a c r i s i s  and a re  th e y  n o t u s in g  t h i s  to  
say  to  u s ,  a t  l e a s t  su b -c o n sc io u s ly  "now lo o k  i f  you t r y  
s o c ia l is m ; lo o k  what happens in  Poland" b u t t h i s 'd o e s  n o t 
d e te r  me in  any shape o r form . I 'm  s t i l l  convinced  o f  
s o c ia l is m  and th e  b a s ic  c o n ce p ts  o f  Marx. Because I  b e l ie v e  
i t  to  be l o g i c ,  and I  b e l ie v e  i t ' s  l i k e  two and two i s  fo u r  
and i f  you a rgue  w ith  t h a t ,  y o u 'r e  a  b loody  f o o l ,  I  b e l ie v e  
t h i s .  . .  I  th in k  t h i s  i s  th e  n ex t s ta g e  o f  t h e i r  h i s to r y  
and w e've g o t to  make i t  work, w e 're  im a g in a tiv e , we have 
g e n iu s  in  th e  human r a c e ,  we have s k i l l s  and we must make 
i t  work, e l s e  we d o n 't  s u rv iv e  and I 'm  determ ined  to  su rv iv e  
and we must a l l  make i t  work, t h a t ' s  r a th e r  th a n  have th e  
muddle w e 've  g o t now. O.K.
V IO L E N C E  ON T . V .
IN T E R V IE W E R R ig h t th a n k s  L ance, to  change th e  s u b je c t ,  have you g o t any 
view s abou t v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  and in  t e l e v i s i o n  
programmes?
LA N C E Yes I 'm  s t r i c t l y  a g a in s t  i t  in  ev ery  shape o r  form , i f  I  
had my way I  would have none o f th a t  shown w h a tso ev e r.
IN T E R V IE W E R Yes, I  s e e , do you w atch programmes such a s  K ojak and 
th e  P r o f e s s io n a ls ?
LA N C E No I 'm  bored  to  t e a r s  w ith  i t ,  I  sw itch  i t  a l l  o f f ,  1  
w o u ld n 't w aste my e l e c t r i c i t y  on i t  a c tu a l ly ,  and i f  
I had my way I f . I  had any . p o l i t i c a l  power I  would ban i t
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I*d ban a l l  t h a t , t h a t ' s  ru b b ish  to  me com plete ly  and 
I  c o n s id e r  th a t  the  e ssence  o f  t e l e v i s i o n  a s  a whole 
i s  to  e n l ig h te n  peop le  and educa te  them, t h a t  should  be 
the  b a s ic  c reed  o f  i t  because  what a golden  o p p o r tu n i ty  we 
have th rough  th e  mass media to  be a b le  to  educa te  people  
and urn . . g ive  them a c c e s s  to  c u l t u r e ,  because a person  
who c a n ' t  read  o r  w r i te  cou ld  l i s t e n  to  a b e a u t i f u l  symphony 
c o n c e r t  on t h e r e ,  o r  cou ld  have th in g s  e x p la in ed  to  them ,^ 
and I 'm  no t say ing  t h a t  th ey  d o n ' t  need comedy now and ag a in  
because  we a l l  want c h e e r in g  up r e g a r d l e s s  o f  what system s 
we l i v e  un d er ,  b u t  I 'm  a g a i n s t  a l l  forms o f  v io le n c e  t h a t  
a r e  shown on T.V. i n  every  way and I  th in k  t h e y 'v e  go t a 
l o t  to  answer f o r .
INTERVIEWER Yes<
LANCE And 1 a l s o  th i n k  t h a t  th e  com m ercials a re  v e ry  d eg rad in g  
to  th e  human r a c e ,  t h a t  th e y  keep on p u t t i n g  t h i s  over  
tw enty  fo u r  h o u rs  a  day, 1 f in d  t h i s  d eg rad in g ,  1 f i n d  i t  
r e p u l s i v e  i f  a n y th in g ,  to  i n t e l l i g e n t  human b e in g s .
INTERVIEWER Would you say  such s p o r t s  a s  box ing  and w r e s t l i n g  a re  
tan tam oun t to  f r i n g e  v io le n c e ?
LANCE UM . . y e s  1 p ro b ab ly  would y e s ,  I  would say  th e y  a r e  
d e f i n i t l y  b o rd e r  l i n e ,  i t ' s  a l l  b o rd e r  l i n e  and o f  c o u rs e ,  
s p o r t s  to d a y ,  a t  l e a s t  i n  our system , which i s  th e  o n ly  
one 1 can r e a l l y  t a l k  a b o u t ,  hav ing  t h a t  I  l i v e  i n  i t ,  
i t ' s  money, money, money and g re e d ,  g re e d ,  g reed  and l e s s  
and l e s s  s p o r t  and more and more money comes i n t o  th e  p o s i t i o n  
and i t ' s  t e r r i b l e  what peop le  w i l l  do f o r  money and I 'm  
su re  we alw ays have ev idence  o f  t h a t  on t e l e v i s i o n  a l l  th e  
tim e and um . . b u t  1 would d e f i n i t e l y  ban any form o f  
v io le n c e  and um . . o r  d e f i n i t e l y  would do th o s e .  But 1 
would a l s o  l i k e  to  use T.V. to  remind people  o f  th e  scu rg e  
o f , H i t l e r  and o f  what peonle  l i k e  t h a t ' s  l i a b l e  to  do i f  th ey  
over g e t  to  power because  tlie younger g e n e ra t io n  have no 
ex p e r ie n c e  o f  i t ,  bu t j u s t  t o .  . 1 th in k  i t ' s  an e x c e l l e n t
INTERVIEWER
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th in g  to  s t i l l  g ive  peop le  conducted to u r s  o f  the  um 
AuGwitcli and th e se  p la c e s  where H i t l e r  mass ex te rm in a ted  
peo p le .  I  th in k  t h a t ' s  a good th in g ,  j u s t  to  show them 
what can happen and how low the  human ra c e  can go, bu t 
v io le n c e  -  b e a t in g  up peop le  on t e l e v i s o n  and a l l  th e  
r e s t ,  I  t h in k  . t h a t ' s  a b h o r re n t  to  th e  um to  me y e s .
Would you say t h a t  th e  v io le n c e  in  t e l e v i s i o n  programmes 
and s o r t  o f  f r in g e  v io le n c e  i n  th e  form o f  boxing  i s  
a c o n t r i b u to r y  f a c t o r  to  v io le n c e  in  th e  home and f a m i l i e s ?
Oh I  d e f i n i t e l y  th in k  t h a t  i f  younger peop le  a re  s e e in g  
v io le n c e  every  day on Î .V .  from th e  most e a r l y  âgé I  th in k  
t h e r e ' s  no doubt abou t i t ,  i t  can have an e f f e c t  upon them 
to  become v i o l e n t  to  a  d eg ree .  I 'm  c e r t a i n  o f  t h a t  and t h a t ' s  
a n o th e r  r e a so n  why I  would ban i t ,  I  would n o t  a l lo w  t h i s  
to  be p u t  over to  th e  peop le  and um . . t h a t ' s  d e f i n i t e  y e s .  
I t  d e f i n i t e l y  h e lp s  to  um. . how can I  pu t i t ?
You en v isag e  some form o f  cen so rsh ip ?
Yes I  do v e ry  much so y e s ,  y e s .
But who would th e  p eo p le  be on a c e n s o rs h ip  board?
Well i t  would be r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  th e  m asses, o f  th e  p eo p le  
and o f  th e  masses a s  a  w hole. I  d e f i n i t e l y  would n o t  have 
v io le n c e  p u t  o ve r  on th e  mass media, d e f i n i t e l y  n o t .
allooning/ solar
ÏM G Y  -
NTERVIEWER
O.K. r i g h t  i n  August I  t h in k  i t  was a  fe l lo w  c ro s se d  th e  
channe l u s in g  a b a l lo o n  and s o l a r  energy , I  d o n ' t  know i f  
you re a d  about t h i s  i n  th e  new spapers o r  saw i t ,  and he d id  
i t  in  a f a i r l y  s h o r t  tim e about two and a h a l f  h o u rs  o r
som eth ing . Do you see  b . U a c n i r g  a form o f t r a v e l  in  the
fu tu re ?
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LANCE Um . . w e l l  why no t?  Um . . i f  th e  energy re s o u rc e s  a s  
we have known a t  the  p r e s e n t  moment, u n le s s  we have some 
r e v o lu t io n a r y  b reak th rough  in  technology  h i t e r t o  unknown, 
so a s  we look  a t  the  p o s i t i o n  r i g h t  now, t h e r e ' s  no doubt 
we w i l l  have to  tu r n  to  o th e r  so u rces  o f  energy and a l s o ,  
f o r  th e  um . . because  th e  p r e s e n t  forms o f  energy a re  
p o in t in g  th e  world and a n y th in g  l i k e  t h a t ,  i f  i t  does not 
p o l l u t e  th e  a i r  and i t  s t i l l  g e t s  you from A to  B 1 th in k  
cou ld  be an e x c e l l e n t  th in g  and 1 th in k  th a t  l i k e  th e  
b a l lo o n  t h a t  w i l l  be a  c o n t r ib u to r y  f a c t o r  tow ards i t  
so t h e r e f o r e .  I ' d  say th ey  a re  a  very  good th in g .
INTERVIEWER Do you see any d i f f i c u l t i e s  though, u s in g  v a r io u s  
a i r  p a s s a g e s  and some form o f  s o r t  o f  a i r  c o n g r s t io n  
which might ensue from b a l lo o n  t r a v e l ?
LANCE I t ' s  p o s s i b l e ,  y es  p o s s ib le  y e s ,  y e s ,  b u t  a s  1 say ,  1 th i n k  
i t ' s  an e x c e l l e n t  th in g  and i f  th e y  can develop  i t ,  a n y th in g  
t h a t  can make th e  a i r  c l e a n e r ,  l e s s  n o isy ,  and s t i l l  can 
convey u s  from A to  B 1 th in k  i s  a  v e ry  good th i n g ,  oh y es  
1 th i n k  t h a t ' s  a good th in g  y e s .
INTERVIEWER 1 ex p ec t  y o u 'v e  h ea rd  to  about s o l a r  h e a t in g  p r o j e c t s .
LANCE Yes 1 th i n k  t h a t ' s  a n o th e r  v e ry  e x c e l l e n t  th in g ,  I  would advo­
c a te  t h a t  r e s e a r c h  goes on t h a t  to  th e  u tm o st .
INTERVIEWER 1 mean would you f o r  example: advoca te  having  your c o t ta g e  
h e re  h e a te d  by s o l a r  energy  technology?
LANCE Yes 1 th in k  t h a t  would be a  good th in g ,  y es  1 th in k  i t  would 
be an e x c e l l e n t  th in g  and um . . b u t  how 1 see t h a t  w i l l  be 
ta k in g  p la c e  a s  new b i l l s  come i n t o  o p e ra t io n ,  i f  we ev e r  
have a government t h a t ' s  more s c i e n t i f i c  and a s  1 would l i k e  to  
see a s o c i a l i s t  government, w e ' l l  have t h a t  w r i t t e n  i n t o  a law, 
t h a t  when they  b u i ld  houses  - w ith th a t  w i l l  go th e  s o l a r  energ; 
a u t o m a t i c a l ly ,  i t  w o n 't  be a q u e s t io n  o f  how much p r o f i t  w i l l  
they  make, i t  w i l l  be a q u e s t io n  o f  what use t h i s  i s  go ing  to  
be to  th e  n a t io n  a s  a whole and th e r e f o r e ,  1 would see t h a t
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could bo done w ith  a . . in  P a r l ia m e n t  whereby a s  a house 
IS b u i l t  GO a s  much a s  you pu t sewage and the  r e s t  in  
in  w i l l  go the  s o l a r  energy , you know f o r  the f u t u r e ,  once 
th e y 'v e  developed  i t  b e t t e r  you know. I  see t h i s  a s  a th in g  
o f  th e  f u tu r e  and i t  w i l l  be b u i l t  a u to m a t i c a l ly  i n t o  a house .
O bviously  we, one c o u l d n ' t  use s o l a r  h e a t in g  a s  th e  s o le  
form o f  h e a t in g  in  your house because o f  co u rse ,  we d o n ' t  g e t  
enough sun , so would you th in k  i t  w i l l  be c o s t  e f f e c t i v e  
i n  th e  lo n g  run?
e l l  t r o u b le  i s  you see ,  our minds a re  so geared  i n  th e  
s o r t  o f  s o c i e t y  t h a t  we l i v e  i n  to  p r o f i t ,  p r o f i t , '  p r o f i t  
and I  th in k  t h a t  our whole psychology and our whole form o f  
th in k in g  h as  g o t  to  change and h as  to  change i n  o rd e r  to  s u rv iv e  
w e've g o t  to  s t a r t  th in k in g  what i s  p r a c t i c a l ,. what i s  good 
f o r  th e  c o u n t ry  a s  a  whole and r a t h e r  th a n  th in k in g  t h a t  um. . 
what money we a r e  go ing  tomake o u t  o f  i t  and so t h e r e f o r e  
I  see  t h a t  i t  w o n 't  j u s t  be s o l a r  energy , t h e r e  w i l l  be o th e r  
forms o f  power because  tech n o lo g y  i s  making trem endous 
advances  and I  co u ld  see  t h a t  s o l a r  energy  and th e  w ind , a l l  
th e s e  d i f f e r e n t  t h i n g s  now, from th e  w ate r  and th e  se a  w i l l  
be c o n t r i b u t i n g  f a c t o r s  and I  d o n ' t  j u s t  see i t  w i l l  be one 
th in g  and um . .  i t  w i l l  h e lp  u s  to  so lv e  t h i s  energy  c r i s i s  
and a t  th e  same tim e be a b le  to  r e s o lv e  th e  problem o f  
p o l l u t i o n ,  which I  th i n k  i s  v e ry  dangerous and t h e r e f o r e ,  I  
see a l l  th e s e  t h i n g s  a s  j u s t  . .  I  see a  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  t h i n g s  
t h a t  w i l l  r e s o lv e  th e  problem o f  our energy  you know and t h i s  
IS j u s t  one o f  them. Yes b u t  d o n ' t  f o r g e t  you s e e ,  te c h n o lo g y  
a s  such , maybe i n  a y e a r ,  two y e a r s ,  f i v e  y e a r s  may be some 
chap, j u s t  o u t  i n  th e  back garden ,  j u s t  l i v e s  l i k e  me, some­
where i n  an o ld  shed he may have a  t e c h n ic a l  b reak th ro u g h  
w ith  som ething which w i l l  be th e  i d e a l ,  so you see  you must keep 
a l l  your o p t io n s  open aboit i t ,  keep your mind open a b o u t i t .
How do you see  the  development o f  the  t h i r d  world p o l i t i c a l l y
and e c o n o m i c a l l y ?
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LANCE Yes the  t h i r d  world now t h a t ' s  i n t e r e s t i n g ,  1 see th e  t h i r d  
world f i n a l l y  d ec id in g  the  d e s t in y  of the  world -  th e  f a t e  
o f  th e  world.
INTERVIEWER Do you?
L ANCE Yes d e f i n i t e l y ,  t h a t ' s  d e f i n i t e .  The t h i r d  world now, we 
a re  a t h i r d ,  th e  two t h i r d s  they  r e p r e s e n t  -  t h e r e f o r e  th ey  
a r e  th e  b u lk  o f  humanity and 1 u n d e rs tan d  t h e y ' r e  i n  d i r e  
p o v e r ty ,  m ise ry  and e v e ry th in g  th a t  1 f i n d  a b h o r re n t  to  me 
and dying  o f  m a ln u t r i t i o n  every  day and um . . t h i s . h a s  go t 
to  come to  an end. Now t h e y ' r e  i n  th e  m a jo r i ty  i n  th e  w orld , 
th e y  s t i l l  h o ld  th e  keys to  a g r e a t  d e a l  o f  th e  raw m a t e r i a l s ,  
now 1 see  i t  l i k e  t h i s :  th e  c a p i t a l i s t  s o c i e t y  h as  so gea red  
them, t h a t  th e y  have been ab le  to  g e t  t h e i r  raw m a t e r i a l s  
cheap , any p ro d u c t  th e y  ex p o r t  i s  always t i e d  to  th e  London 
m arke t,  o r  th e  New York s to c k  exchange, now one way where 
1 cou ld  see th e  t h i r d  world b e a t  th e  w est was f o r  i n s t a n c e  
w ith  o ix ,  t h e r e  was a  s t r u g g le ,  now th e y 'v e  come on to p  
because  our i n d u s t r i e s  a re  so geared  to  o i l  and our c a r s  
and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n ,  i f  you l i k e  th e y 'v e  had them by th e  
g o o l i e s ,  and th e y  can t u r n  round and say  " y o u 'r e  now go ing  
to  pay t h i s "  now i f  and when th e  t h i r d  world cou ld  sudden ly  
t i e  up th e  copper in d u s t r y  and a l l  th e  o th e r  t h i n g s  t h a t  th e y  
send t o  th e  w e s te rn  powers, th e n  1 can see t h a t  t h i s  would be 
a m ajor change i n  th e  s h i f t  i n  th e  b a lan ce  o f  th e  w o r ld ,  and 
a l s o  1 see  i t  l i k e  t h i s -  i t  i s  s u r e ly  t h a t  th e  t h i r d  w o rld ,  
i t  i s  i n e v i t a b l e  a t  some tim e t h a t  th e y  must go f o r  s o c ia l i s m ,  
and i n  f a c t  a  g r e a t  d e a l  a re  a l re a d y  s t r u g g l i n g  to  do t h i s  
and so th e r e f o r e  i f  th e y  a r e  i n  th e  m a jo r i ty  and th e  way 
1 see  i t  i s  l i k e  t h i s :  h e re  we have g o t .  . . .  h e r e ' s  th e  
S o v ie t  b lo c  w hether we l i k e  i t  o r  no t a re  a l r e a d y  i n  t h a t  
p u r s u i t ,  i t ' s  j u s t  a q u e s t io n  whether we l i k e  th e  way t h a t  th ey  
a re  doing  i t ,  b u t  t h e y ' r e  on t h a t  ro a d .  N^ w i f  you ta k e  a 
g r e a t  d e a l  o f  the  t h i r d  world a rn  going to  go in  som M arx is t  
d i r e c t i o n  t h e r e f o r e ,  1 see the w estern  world b e in g  i s o l a t e d
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INTERVIEWER
o f f ,  in  f a c t  I  6CC them a l re a d y  be ing  i s o l a t e d  o f f ,  and 
t h e y ' r e  beg inn ing  to  s e e .  . to  t e l l  them to  so lve  t h e i r  
problem s l i k e  we d id  in  England in  our way, 1 th in k  i s  
i n o u l t i n g  to  them and i t ' s  l i k e  the  b lack  man s a id  once,
"when th e  w hite  man came h e re ,  he had the  b ib l e  and we had 
the  la n d ,  now h e ' s  got th e  lan d  and w e've go t h i s  b ib l e "  
and 1 th in k  the  whole b a s i s  o f  the  west has  been the  
e x p l o i t a t i o n  o f  those  o th e r  c o u n t r i e s .  To me th a t  i s  an 
u n d en iab le  f a c t  o f  h i s t o r y  and t h i s  has  go t to  change and 
change p r e t t y  q u ic k ly  and we . . i f  we could  g e t  r i d  o f  th e  
um . . armament programme and th e  m assive money and r e s o u r c e s  
poured  i n t o  th e  t h i r d  world  and th e n  i n  tu r n  t h a t  th e y .  . 
th en  th e  world t r a d e  would g e t  go ing  ag a in  and so t h e r e f o r e ,  
a s  much a s  th e y  th in k  th e y  need us  -  we need them v e ry  much 
and t h i s  th i n g  i s  n o t  go ing  to  work w ith o u t them, s o - t h e r e f o r e ,  
t h e r e  h as  to  be r a d i c a l  th in k in g  re g a rd in g  th e  t h i r d  w orld  
and t h i s  i s  w i th in  t h i s  decade t h i s  has  g o t  to  happen.
You reckon?
LANCE Yes p o s i t i v e ,  oh y es  p o s i t i v e  about t h a t  y e s .  oh y e s  t h a t ' s  
d e f i n i t e  because  i f  n o t ,  w e 're  going  to  be co m ple te ly  i s o l a t e d  
o f f  from them and more and more th e y  a r e  g o ig  to  t u r n  to  
th e  e a s t  f o r  t h e i r  t e c h n i c a l  development and e b e ry th in g  
e l s e ,  and i t ' s  a l r e a d y  happening  in  v a r io u s  p la c e s ,  and 
we can no lo n g e r  d i c t a t e  and co n t in u e  to  d i c t a t e  and so i f  
t h i s  i s  n o t  fo r thcom ing  to  them, th en  th e r e  i s  no d o u b t ,  t h a t  
a s  th e  e a s t  becomes more po w erfu l ,  e s p e c i a l l y  eco n o m ica l ly ,  
th e y  w i l l  t u r n  to  them, . th a t  i s  d e f i n i t e .  So t h e r e  you see  
what th e  p o s i t i o n  i s  I 'm  s t a t i n g ,  b u t  th e y  a re  go ing  to  
d ec id e  th e  f a t e  o f  th e  world  a s  f a r  sa  I 'm  concerned , th e  
t h i r d  w orld , w hichever way t h e y ' r e  going  to  jump t h a t  w i l l  be 
i t ?  y os ,  t h a t ' s  th e  way 1 see t h a t . .
INTERVIEWER You d o n ' t  f o r e s e e  any c u l t u r a l  d i f f e r e n c e s ?
LANCE Well r e g a rd in g  c u l t u r a l ,  1 w i l l  quote to  you now a man -  
Mohntman Ghandi, Gl.andi aa id  " l e .  a l l  c u l t u r e s  flow th rough  
ray house b u t ,  d o n ' t  d e s t r o y  mine". Now I  th in k  t h a t ' s  a
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p r e t t y  good  on e l e t  n i l  c u l t u r e s  i lo w  th ro u g h  rny h o u s e ,  
b u t d o n ' t  d e s t r o y  m in e . So um um . . .
INTERVIEWER In  o th e r  words, m a in ta in  yout own c u l tu r e  bu t o b v io u s ly  
have an a p p r e c ia t i o n  o f  o th e r s .
LANCE i h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  t h a t ' s  r i g h t  y e s ,  y e s .  You see I  k ind  o f  
t h in k  t h a t  the  whole o f  the  human ra c e  and now w e 'r e  
t a l k i n g  about th e  masses -  w e 're  t a l k i n g  about now th e  
w orking c l a s s  i f  you l i k e ,  who a r e  th e  mass w hether you 
l i k e  i t  o r  n o t  -  th e  o rd in a ry  t o i l e r s  i n  the  f i e l d ,  th e  
o rd in a ry  p e o p le ,  now i f  they  a re  ever  a llow ed to  g e t  t o g e th e r ,  
s u r e ly  th e y 'v e  a l l  go t th e  same th in g  i n  common, th e y  want 
enough to  e a t ,  a  p la c e  to  l i v e  and so f r o t h  and so" on and i f  
th e y  can e v e r  g e t  o rg a n ise d  and come to g e th e r  th e n  th e  
p o l i t i c i a n s  who ru n  th e  world had b e t t e r  lo o k  o u t ,  t h a t ' s  
th e  way I  see i t ,  t h e y 'd  b e t t e r  look  o u t ,  now a t  sometime 
th e y  w i l l  come to g e th e r  and I  s e e ,  I  ta k e  g r e a t  hope i n  i t  
r e a l l y  and s u r e ly  t h a t  th e  t h i s  co u n try  has  been  v e ry  
t o l e r a n t  to  l e t  a l o t  o f  peop le  to  come i n t o  i t ,  and h as  
t h a t  no t e n r ic h e d  u s ,  you know i t ' s  e n r ic h e d  u s  v e ry  c o n s id ­
e r a b ly ,  t e c h n i c a l l y  and c u l t u r a l l y  and o th e r  ways and I  
d e f i n i t e l y  th in k  t h a t  r e g a rd in g  th e  t h i r d  w orld  t h a t  I  f o r e ­
see  a s  I  s a id  to  you now t h a t  I  t h in k  t h a t  th e y  w i l l  d e c id e  
th e  f a t e  o f  th e  w orld , w hichever wya th e y  a re  go ing  to  swing, 
and I  see  them go ing  p o l i t i c a l l y  to  s o c ia l i s m ,  and i f  th e y  
do th e n  w e 'r e  go ing  to  be damn w e l l  i s o l a t e d  o f f ,  we w i l l  be 
i s o l a t e d  o f f  i n  t e n  y e a r s ,  and so th e  w r i t i n g s  on th e  w a l l  
now u n le s s  yoihe s tu p id .  So th e n  i f  you c a n ' t  b e a t  them, 
y o u ' l l  have to  j o i n  them, so t h a t ' s  th e  way I  see t h a t ,  and 
som ething r a d i c a l l y ,  r a d i c a l  p o l i c y  has  begun tow ard th e  
t h i r d  w orld , because  th e  way i t ' s  a l l  go ing  now w ith  t h e i r  
p o p u la t io n  e x p lo s io n  and th e r e  a re  a l o t  o f  r e a s o n s  f o r  t h a t  
because  you see th e y 'v e  s t i l l  go t no tech n o lo g y ,  so th e  on ly  
way he s e e s  th e  ready  energy to  work on h i s  p a tc h  o f  la n d  i s  
th rough  h i s  k id s ,  he s e e s  development l i k e  t h a t ,  and um « .
I  blame r e l i g i o n  f o r  a l o t  o f  the  problem s in  th e  w o r ld ,  you
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take l i k e  in  In d ia ,  I  th in k  th e re  i s  over a hundred d i f f e r e n t  
s e c t s  and r e l i g i o n s  and where the Hindu i s  holy and the  
cow i s  allow ed to  go and s h i t  on the  cabbages and a l l  t h a t ,  
they  should  k i l l  th e  cow and e a t  and have some meat form i t ,  
you know what I  mean? so I  blame r e l i g i o n  f o r  a l o t  o f  th e  
problem s in  th e  w orld , bu t a s  I  say the  only  hope I  see fo r  
the  world one day somewhere, i s  s o c ia l is m  world wide, and i t  
has  to  be world wide in  o rd e r  to  make i t  work, i t  w i l l  
have to  be world wide and th e re  w i l l  be hope f o r  u s  and 
hope f o r  the  t h i r d  w orld  then  i f  t h a t  can come a b o u t .
INTERVIEWER Do you th in k  o r g a n i s a t io n s  l i k e  C h r i s t i a n  Aid and Oxfam 
a re  v e ry  e f f e c t i v e ?  '
LANCE No I  d o n ' t ,  I  t h in k  i t ' s  l i k e  p i s s in g  i n  th e  s e a ,  I  th i n k  
t h e y ' r e  w a s t in g  t h e i r  t im e .  I  t h in k  t h e y ' r e  w a s t in g  
t h e i r  t i m e ,p e r s o n a l ly  m yself  and um . . t h e y ' r e  n o t  go ing  
to  change th e  w orld . The on ly  form we have o f  making a c t i o n ,  
t h a t  I  can s e e ,  i s  p o l i t i c a l l y  -  I  admit we a re  p o l i t i c a l  
an im a ls  and g iven  p o l i t i c a l  power you can do t h i n g s .  I t ' s  
l i k e  coming a long  and a  chap says  to  you, " I 'm  hungry" you 
say " w e ll  I ' l l  p ray  f o r  you my son" o r  do you d ip  i n t o  your 
pocke t and g ive  him te n  qu id  and say " f o r  C h r i s t ' s  sake go 
and g e t  som ething to  e a t "  now which i s  th e  way to  do i t ?
So t h a t ' s  th e  way I  see i t ,  i t ' s  . .  w e 've had enough o f  
t h i s  t a l k  and th e s e  d o -gooders ,  w e've go t to  b loody  g e t  on 
w ith  i t ,  w e 've go t to  g e t  on now and p u l l  up our socks  
world w ide, and so t h a t ' s  the  way I  see i t .  So I  see  th e  
c h o ic e s ,  t h i s  i s  n o t  go ing  to  r e s o lv e  th e  problem i t ' s  o f  
such a  m agnitude, a l l  our w es te rn  a id ,  what w e 'r e  g iv in g  
away, because  i t ' s  such a magnitude -  th e  problem s o f  th e  
world  and th e  t h i r d  world i t  has  go t to  be done by governm ents , 
and i t ' s  go t to  be done en masse. T h a t ' s  th e  way I  see  i t .
INTERVIEWER So y o u 'v e  got to  g e t  th e  governments o f  the  world  i n  a 
team w ith  one an o th e r?
LANCE Oh yes  very  much so y es  d e f i n i t e l y  o r  e l s e  w e 're  n o t  go ing  to
HUNGER STRIKERS
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go t  anywhere,
INTERVIEWER But t h i s  may w e ll  take lo n g er  than ten  year;
LANCE I t  may, b u t  i t  depends, a l o t  of t h a t  w i l l  depend on how th in g :  
go i n  th e  w es te rn  w orld , i f  our . . i f  we con tinue  to  d e c l in e  
and g e t  more and more in t o  a m orass, and l e t ' s  face  i t ,  w e 're  
i n  c r i s i s ,  w e 'r e  going  now from c r i s i s  to  c r i s i s ,  c a p i t a l i s m  
i s ,  i t ' s  i n  c r i s i s  and who knows, we might t h e r e f o r e ,  th e  
way I  see h i s t o r y ;  n a tu re  changes d o n ' t  come u n t i l  t h e y ' r e  
re a d y ,  t i l l  a l l  th e  i n g r e d i e n t s  i s  r i g h t  and um . . .  who knows 
we might have a d i f f e r e n t  form o f  government i n  th e  w e s te rn  
w orld  w i th in  te n  y e a r s  and um . . .  where we can ge t-on . w ith  
some more -  w ith  new p o l i c i e s  t h a t  we have h i t h e r t o  never  
done, amd t r y  d i f f e r e n t  forms o f  economic p o l i c i e s  tow ards  
s o c ia l i s m ,  which I  th in k  w i l l  be th e  way i t  w i l l  go, i f  we 
a re  to  s u r v iv e .  So I  see th e  whole keys tone  to  a l l  o f  t h i s  
I  t h in k  f o r  our s u r v iv a l  now a s  f a r  a s  I 'm  ooncerned i s  t h a t  
we must go to  s o c ia l i s m  -  i n  t h a t  we must have a  p lanned  
economy, we must go t o ,  th e n  we must ta k e  t h a t  to  a w orld  
economy -  p lanned  on a  world  economy um . . i t  w i l l  have to  
happen i f  we a r e  go ing  to  s u rv iv e ,  because  who has th e  raw 
m a t e r i a l s  i n  th e  e a r t h ,  t h e y ' r e  n o t  alw ays go ing  to  be t h e r e ,  
so w ho 's  go ing  to  have them, where a re  th e y  go ing  to  go, 
and t h e r e f o r e ,  th e r e  w i l l  have to  be a  more eq u a l  d i s t r i ­
b u t io n  o f  th e  w ea l th  i n  th e  w orld  a s  a  whole, t o  n a t i o n  
to  n a t i o n ,  and my o n ly  hope t h a t  I  can see f o r  th e  human 
r a c e  i f  i t  i s  to  s u r v iv e , f o r  what t h a t  m a t te r s  i n  th e  
b u t  i f  i t  i s  to  s u rv iv e , '  i t  h as  to  i n  my o p in io n ,  go tow ards  
some r a d i c a l  formd o f  s o c ia l i s m .  T h a t ' s  how I  f e e l  abou t 
t h a t ,  and i f  i t  d o e s n ' t  th en  I  d o n ' t  t h in k  i t  i s  go in g  to  
s u r v iv e .
INTERVIEWER O.K. then  to  change the  s u b je c t ,  I  expec t you r e a d  abou t th e  
hunger s t r i k e  in  th e  Maize p r iso ' '  in  B e l f a s t ,  and u l t i m a t e l y
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of c o u rse ,  th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  backed down a f t e r  te n  
hunger s t r i k e r s ,  in  a c t u a l  f a c t  commited s u ic id e ,  do you 
th in k  th ey  ach ieved  an y th in g  by go ing  on hunger s t r i k e ,  I  
mean th e y  were r e a l l y  c la im in g  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  s t a tu s ?
Yes I  dOo y es  you see I .  Look a l l  t h i s  h i s t o r y ,  th e  i r r e s t -  
a b le  p a r t  o f  h i s t o r y  -  now I  f o r s e e  i n  th e  f u tu r e  ( i n  the  
n ea r  f u t u r e ,  no t th e  f a r  f u tu r e )  they  w i l l  be looked upon 
a s  h e ro e s  o f  th e  human r a c e ,  th o se  men o r  women, th e y  w i l l ,  
and a s  much a s  th e  B r i t i s h  government and a l l  th e  r e s t  
scream " t e r r o r i s t "  t h a t ' s  a lo a d  o f  b u l l s h i t  to  me. I ' l l  
j u s t  g ive  you an example o f  how h i s t o r y  does . We"had •Cyprus,
we had a  g u e r i l l a  l e a d e r  he was c a l l e d  G riv as ,  and I  have
heard  p eo p le  say  how th e y  would l i k e  to  g e t  ho ld  o f  him, 
and what th e  B r i t i s h  would do to  him and what they  w o u ld n 't  
do to  them, t h a t  M akarious and a l l  th e  r e s t .  Then f i n a l l y  
a  p o l i t i c a l  s o l u t i o n  had to  be found and was found and what 
d id  you see?  th e  n ex t  th in g  M akarious was hav ing  t e a  w ith  
th e  Queen you s e e .  So t h e r e f o r e ,  r e g a rd in g  N o rthe rn  I r e l a n d ,  
t h i s  i s  m erely  th e  demise o f  empire a s  f a r  a s  I 'm  concerned , 
i t ' s  one o f  th e  l a s t  few v e s t i g e s  o f  th e  B r i t i s h  Empire and 
I  see  th e s e  a s  -  t h e y ' r e  g r e a t  men i n  my ey es ,  th e s e  men 
who d ie d  f o r  t h a t  i d e a l ,  t h e r e ' s  no doubt th e y 'v e  d ie d  f o r  i t ,  
and th e y  a r e  g r e a t  men i n  my eyes  and i n  h i s t o r y  I  see  t h a t  
th e y  w i l l  be i n  f o l k  l o r e  i n  h i s t o r y  th o se  men and d e f i n i t e l y  
th e y  ach iev ed  som ething by dy ing  l i k e  t h a t  f o r  th e  v e ry  f a c t  
t h a t  t h e i r  names w i l l  l i v e  i n  h i s t o r y ,  I  can see t h a t ;  and 
a l s o  i t  h as  b ro u g h t a g r e a t  a t t e n t i o n  to  th e  r e s t  o f  th e  w orld  
t h a t  i f  a man i s  p re p a re d  to  d ie  f o r  something he b e l i e v e s
in  -  my god th e n  t h a t ' s  um . . how many people  i n  o u r  s o c i e t y
would d ie  f o r - a n  i d e a l  you know. So t h e r e f o r e .  Oh y e s  t h e r e ' s  
no t i n  v a in  -  no d e f i n i t e l y  n o t ,  no I  see th e s e  a s  n o t  i n  
v a in  a t  a l l  and a s  I  say ,  I  see  them a s  h i s t o r i c a l l y  t h e y ' l l  
be i n  f o l k l o r e  and in  h i s t r o y .
I t  w a s n 't  j u s t  a p o l i t i c a l  s t r u g g le ,  i t  a r e l i g i o u s
one a s  w e l l .  So how do you overcome th o se  s o r t  o f  d i f f i c u l t i e s
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INTERVIEWER
In  N orthern  I r e la n d ?
Yes.
LANCE
INTERVIEWER
Well I  wonder i f  i t  i s  you see ,  you s e e ,  the  th in g  i s  you sec ,  
I  ask  m y se lf ,  where am I  to  g e t  in fo rm a t io n  from, where 
am I  a b le  to  g e t  t h i s  in fo rm a t io n ,  I  am q u i t e  convinced 
t i l l  th e  day I  d ie  t h a t  th e  B r i t i s h  media i s  a l l  b ia s e d  and 
um. . most o f  i t  i s  b ia s e d  and a g r e a t  d e a l  o f  propaganda w ith  
i t .  I 'm  convinced o f  t h a t ,  by j u s t  l i s t e n i n g  to  i t  and, 
maybe th e  l a s t  th in g  on e a r l t h  they  want to  t e l l  u s  i s  th e  
t r u t h ,  i t ' s  a l l  what th e y  want p u t  o ve r ,  i t  i s  what i s  
p o l i t i c a l l y  ex p ed ien t  f o r  them a t  a  g iven  moment and um.
I s  i t  so much w ith  th e  chu rch ,  I  have h ea rd  people  say  t h a t  
th e  p r o v i s io n a l  I .R .A .  t h a t  i s  th e  p o l i t c a l  wing o f  i t ,  i f  
and when th e y  k ic k  th e  B r i t i s h  ou t t h e y ' r e  go ing  to  t u r n  
around and f i x  th e  chu rch ,  you see so you see  what I  am 
t r y i n g  to  say ,  and s u r e ly  N orthern  I r e l a n d ,  I  u n d e rs ta n d  
has  more unemployment th a n  i n  any o th e r  p a r t  o f  th e  B r i t i s h  
I s l e s  a t  t h i s  moment o f  tim e and so , t h e r e ' s  no doubt about 
i t  th e  c a t h o l i c s  were t r e a t e d  a s  a  m in o r i ty ,  th e  U l s t e r  
p eop le  have t r e a t e d  them l i k e  a  l o t  o f  t r a s h ,  and when th e y  
had demanded c i v i l  r i g h t s  and a  b i t  more e q u a l i t y ,  i t  was 
too  l a t e  th e  h o rse  had l e f t  th e  s t a b l e ,  so um . . and I  must 
adm it to  a  degree  I  have sympathy w ith  th e  I .R .A .  t h e r e ' s  
no doubt about i t ,  I  have sumpathy w ith  them because  hav ing  
re a d  I r i s h  h i s t o r y  you know hav ing  re a d  i t  and d ig e s t e d  i t ,
I  t h in k  t h a t  th e y  have a j u s t  cause Oh d e f i n i t e l y  I  th in k  th e y  
have a  j u s t  cause y e s ,  y e s ,  and I  p r e d i c t  t h a t  th e  B r i t i s h  
w i l l  have to  g e t  ou t o f  N o r th e rn  I r e l a n d .
When?
,ANCE Oh I  would say w i th in  a decade now they  w i l l  have l e f t ,  yes  
th ey  w i l l  have l e f t  and th e  I r i s h  w i l l  g e t  on and so lv e  t h e i r  
own a f f a i r s  t h e y ' l l  have to  because i f  t h a t ' s  no t an i r o n
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c u r t a in  a long  th e  b o rd e r  of N orthern  I r e la n d  and the South 
t h e r e ' s  an i r o n  c u r t a in  c re a te d  by us and I r e l a n d  i s  an 
I s la n d  w i l l  have to  be one e n t i t y  and the  I r i s h  w i l l  have 
to  r e s o lv e  t h e i r  own problems and I  th in k  once we g e t  our 
f in g e r  ou t o f  the  p ie  i t  w i l l  be e a s i e r  to  d o . .
INTERVIEWER O.K. th e n  Lance, I 'm  j u s t  going to  t u r n  over the  ta p e  a t  th i :  
p o in t .  R ig h t  th e n  Lance to  t^ u rn  to  a  d i f f e r e n t  s u b je c t  
a l t o g e t h e r ,  can you t e l l  me about your hobb ies  o r  p a s t im e s  
which a re  a p a r t  from your l e a t h e r  work which r e a l l y  t u r n  you 
on and you r e a l l y  g e t  inv o lv ed  w ith?
LANCE Yes I ’m w e l l  I  f in d  a s  I  develop  you know m e n ta l ly  i f  you 
l i k e ,  I  have a  v a r ie d  i n t e r e s t s ,  I  lo v e  l i t e r a t u r e .  I ' v e  
found t h a t  I  have a  n a t u r a l  han k er in g  f o r  th e  c u l t u r e  i n  
g e n e r a l ,  I  c o u l d n ' t  imagine my l i f e  w ith o u t  i t  i t  w o u ld n ' t  
be much good to  me,and I ' v e  found l i v i n g  up h e re  where I  do 
on Bodmin Moores I ' v e  found t h a t  I  lo v e  s to n e  and working 
w ith  i t ,  g r a n i t e  which has  an abundance o f  i t  up h e re  a s  you ■ 
can s e e .  I ' v e  been making g r a n i t e  w a l l s  and I  f i n d  t h a t  I  
have an a b i l i t y  f o r  la n d sc a p in g  ou t g a rd en in g  and p l a c e s  and 
i f  I  had my way you see I ' d  t u r n  th e  whole w orld  i n t o  a  
b e a u t i f u l  garden  and th e n  I  have a b i l i t y  to  wood c a rv e ,  I  f in d  
I  can carve  i n  wood and I  f e e l  f o r  me which goes f o r ,  I  f e e l  
shou ld  go f o r  everybody, w hatever I  have g o t  i n  my l i f e  to  
develop  i t  t o  th e  f u l l e s t ,  a s  a  human b e in g ,  t o  deve lop  i t  
t o  i t ' s  u tm ost and th e  t ra g e d y  i n  l i f e ,  i s  t h a t  so many w i l l  
n ever  have t h a t  chance to  do t h a t ,  and I  b e l i e v e  t h a t  a l l  
human b e in g s  a r e  b a s i c a l l y  i n t e l l i g e n t ,  i t ' s  j u s t  a  w u es t io n  
o f  ed v e lo p in g  t h a t  i n t e l l i g e n c e  and um . * I  f i n d  now t h a t  
th e r e  i s  no l i m i t  to  my a b i l i t y  to  c r e a t e ,  none w h a tso ev e r ,  
i t ' s  j u s t  now to  f in d  th e  time and g e t  on and do a l o t ,  and 
i t  d o e s n ' t  go f o r  me, I  d o n ' t  f e e l  t h a t  I 'm  un iq u e ,  I  b e l i e v e  
t h a t  ev e ry  human b e in g  -  b e in g  a human b e in g ,  must have p o t ­
e n t i a l ,  and i t  i s  a l l  d i c t a t e d  by env ironm nen t, i t  was f o r  me, 
and a l o t  o f  i t  was chance t h a t  I  ever  a r r iv e d  where I  d id ,  
bul I  liad to  g ive  up so much, aiui the o th e r  th in g  i s  jus.t t h a t
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people  a r e n ’ t p repared  to  make such s a c r i f i c e s ,  and I  d o n ' t  knov 
i f  I  had to  l i v e  my l i f e  over ag a in  th a t  I  would have done, 
you know and t h a t ' s  why I ' v e  always been very  c r i t i c a l  about 
my p r e s e n t  s o c ie ty  t h a t  I  l i v e  in  im. . I  want to  see a world 
where a l l  human b e in g s  w i l l  be g iven  the  utm ost a s s i s t a n c e  
in  t h e i r  development i n  w hatever t h a t  might be , and t h e i r  
c r e a t iv e  forms you know.
INTERVIEWER Do you th in k  t h i s  would be p o s s ib le  though, under a 
s o c i a l i s t  government?
LANCE Yes d e f i n i t e l y .
INTERVIEWER How i s  a  s o c i a l i s t  s t a t e  d i f f e r e n t  from th e  s t a t e  which w e 've  
go t a t  th e  moment.
LANCE Well I  um . . th e  b ig g e s t  a s s e t  o f  any co u n try  o f  anywhere 
must be i t s  peop le  i n  th e  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s  s u r e ly .  Say, where 
c a p i t a l i s m  b a s e s  a l l  i t s  worth  on w h a t 's  on th e  f i n a n c i a l  
index  and a l l  t h a t  o ld  c rap  and um . . I  mean what i s  w ea lth ?  
I ' v e  asked  m yself  what i s  w ea lth?  w e l l  s u r e ly  w e a l th  f i r s t  o f  
a l l  i s  th e  m a t e r i a l s  i n  t h r  ground, and someone h a s  g o t  to  have 
th e  s k i l l  to  go and d ig  them up, so you 've  g o t  th e  m iner -  he 
f i n a l l y  comes a long  and f i n a l l y  you g e t  th e  t o o l  maker th e n ,  
who would make som ething o f  t h i s ,  now t h a t ' s  w e a l th ,  n o t  th e  
b loody  p a p e r ,  n o t  what th e  stockexchange i s .  What i s  w e a l th ,  
t h a t ' s  what we ask  o u r s e lv e s .  The w ea lth  must be th e  s k i l l ,  
th e  c r e a t i v e  a b i l i t y  o f  .people -  t h a t  i s  w e a l th .  I  mean, i n  
th e  f i r s t  p la c e  t h e r e  was no g o ld ,  th e r e  was no s to c k  exchange, 
b u t  th e y  were c r e a t i v e  and making th in g s ,  were th e y  n o t?  
how d id  c i v i l i s a t i o n  evo lve?  how d id  i t  go on? how d id  i t  
s t a r t ?  In  th e  b eg in n in g  th e r e  was no s to c k  exchange was 
th e re ?  and I  shou ld  c lo s e  up a l l  th e  bloody s to c k  exchanges 
i n  th e  w orld ,  I  b loody  w e ll  would, I ' d  tu rn  them i n t o  som ething 
more u s e f u l  f o r  the  p e o p le ,  and a s  I  say um . . I  know t h a t  
I 'm  not unique in  t h a t ,  i t ' s  j u s t  t h a t  by tim e and p la c e  and 
chance (a  l o t  o f  i t  was chance) th a t  I  had tlio o a p o r tu n i tv  for- 
t h i s  development to  where I  have got to  in  t h i s  moment in  time
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and I ' v e  found th a t  due to t h i s  development, I ' v e  found 
th a t  I  can b u i ld  a house com ple te ly  on my own, you know a t  
one time I  d i d n ' t  know th a t  and I  f in d  th e re  i s  no l i m i t ,  
t h e r e ' s  no l i m i t  to  my p o t e n t i a l .  But um . . . I  b e l i e v e ,  
o r .  I ' d  l i k e  to  b e l ie v e  th a t  i f  the  human ra c e  ever  has  a 
d em ocra tic  s o c i a l i s t  system and a s  I  have em phasised, i t  
w i l l  have to  be world wide and th en  w ith  the  advent o f  th e  
s i l i c o n e  c h ip ,  I  could  tak e  hope and say we may y e t  be in  f o r  
a go lden  age ,  w hereas, l e t  the  s i l i c o n e  ch ip  mass produce 
a l l  t h i s  um . . a l o t  o f  t h i s  mass p ro d u c t io n  and th e n  th e y  
can, we w i l l  have a p o l i t i c a l  system such where peo p le  can 
a t  a l s t  do t h e i r  own th in g  and f in d  ou t what t h e i r  a b i l i t i e s  
a r e ,  b u t  t h e r e  i s  d e f i n i t e l y  going  to  have to  be a  m ajor 
change i n  th e  s o c i a l  and economic way o f  doing  t h i n g s ,  b u t  
y e t ,  t h i s  cou ld  s t i l l  come about where a l o t  o f  peo p le  lo o k  
a t  doom and gloom, we cou ld  be on th e  th r e s h o ld  y e t  o f  a 
go lden  a g e , we cou ld  b e , and so th e r e  cou ld  be th o u san d s  o f  
L au r i  Sm iths th e n  -  m i l l i o n s  o f  them and um . . t h i s  i n  
i t s e l f  s u r e ly  would make a h a p p ie r  w orld .
INTERVIEWER Yes how do you s e t  about deve lop ing  um . . f o r  example: 
your l e a t h e r  c r a f t  in d u s t ry ?
LANCE Well a s  you know, I  went to  p r i s o n  and g o t  a t e n  y e a r  
sen ten c e  i n  Canada and um . . t h i s  what I  tho u g h t was 
th e  g r e a t e s t  a d v e r s i t y  was going  to  t u r n  ou t t o  be th e  
g r e a t e d  th in g  t h a t  was going tohappen i n  my l i f e ,  and o f  
c o u rse ,  a t  l a s t ,  a l th o u g h  I  had t r a v e l l e d  world  wide a s  
a s o l d i e r  and i n  th e  Merchant Navy a s  a  s tew ard  on a  b o a t ,  
a t  l a s t  when I  cam e.here  to  p r i s o n ,  I  had a  chance to  
s tudy  i n  d ep th  and a t  l a s t  I  was going  to  s ta n d  s t i l l ,  w he ther  
I  l i k e d  i t  o r  n o t ,  I  was th e re  fo re  a lo n g  time and t h i s  was 
when I  r e a l i s e d .  . i t  was in  p r i s o n  where I  r e a l i s e d  t h a t  I  
had th e  c a p a b i l i t i e s  o f  do ing  something you know a r t i s t i c  
and my medium was go ing  to  be l e a t h e r ,  so i f  you l i k e  i t  was 
only by coming to  p r i s o n  th a t  I was a b le  to  d is c o v e r  t h i s ,  
so t h i s  i s  how the  key tu rned  foi' me ai'd t h a t  was r e a l l y  in  
the  end going  to  pu t me on the  road to  g r e a t  d i s c o v e r i e s  
and l o t s  o f  d i r e c t i o n s .  B'^'cause you r e a l i s e  t h a t  once y o u 'v e
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INTERVIEWER
tu rn ed  the  key you can tlien tu rn  many keys,  you know 
d i f f e r e n t  d i r e c t i o n s  of en q u iry  o r ,  and in  the  realm  of 
a r t  i n  g e n e r a l .  So t h a t ' s  what happened -  the  key th in g  in  
my l i f e  was p r i s o n  and t h a t ' s  how i t  happened f o r  me.
Yes, b u t  o b v io u s ly  you d i d n ' t  d is c o v e r  your a b i l i t i e s  
to  work in  g r a n i t e  and s tone  though?
LANCE No, t h a t ' s  come s in c e  I ' v e  been on Bodmin Moors w ith  
b u n d le s  o f  s to n e  around me, i t ' s  go t to  a f f e c t  you w hether 
you l i k e  i t  o r  no t and um . . when i t  happens, i t ' s  l i k e  
a  peb b le  f a l l i n g  on th e  w a te r ,  once y o u 'v e  go t one r i n g  
o f  w a te r  go ing  th e n  many can . . um many th in g s  can ta k e  
p la c e  y o u 's e e .
INTERVIEWER Did you i n  a c t u a l  f a c t  have to  d es ig n  y ou t own in s t ru m e n ts  
and to o l s ?
LANCE A l o t  o f  i s  y e s ,  y es  I ' v e  worked t h a t  o u t  m yself  and o f  
c o u rse ,  a t  l a s t  a f t e r  my world t r a v e l s  and l i v i n g  h e re  
on th e  moor, w ith  to  me a  b e a u t i f u l  environm ent and th e  
peace t h a t  I  have, I  was a b le  to  s e t  my mind to  l o t s  o f  
d i f f e r e n t  problem s and um . . c r e a t iv e  a b i l i t y , a n d  d i s c o v e r  
d i f f e r e n t  t h i n g s  about m y se lf ,  hav ing  now go t o u t  o f  th e  
r a t - r a c e ,  and t h i s  i s  what i s  go ing  "to h e lp  me v e ry  c o n s id e r ­
a b ly .
INTERVIEWER So you th i n k  in n e r  p e a c e . i s  v e ry  im p o r tan t  to  d e v e lo p in g  
o n e 's  f u l l  p o t e n t i a l  i n  th e  a r t s  and c r a f t s .
LANCE Yes d e f i n i t e l y  and l a c k  o f  ha rassm en t,  and I  see a  l o t  o f  
p eo p le ,  a s  much a s  th e y  l i k e  say "Oh when I  r e t i r e  I ' l l  
do som ething in  wood o r  something" by th e  time he h a s  r a i s e d  
h i s  fa m ily  and got h i s  mortgage o f f  h i s  back and e t c . ,  
what i s  he 55 to  6 0 ? w e ll  what major c o n t r i b u t i o n  can he 
g ive  to  a r t ,  he might make lampshades o r  som ething l i k e  t h a t ,  
bu t to  me th a t '&  not good enough, i f  he had th a t  d e s ir f .  to  
do woodwork when he was 18  o r  19  then  t h a t ' s  when he shou ld  
have been a b le  o r  a llow ed to -d e v e lo p  t h a t  and so t h a t ' s  th e
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way I  Gco t h a t  you see .  S u re ly  what i s  l i f e  a l l  ab o u t ,  
we’ve got to  g e t  ou t th e  bloody caves and work i s  no t to  
be our m aste r  -  we’re  to  be the  m aster  of the bloody work. 
Put a l o t  fo  t h i s  b o r in g  r e p e t i t i o n  and t h a t  s t u f f  beh ind  
us and go to  th e  a r t s ,  t h i s  i s  what I  see a s  the  banquet 
to  l i f e  i n  th e  a r t s ,  t h i s  w i l l  b r in g  g r e a t  h a p p in ess  to  
mankind and f u l f i l m e n t ,  b u t  a t  the  p r e s e n t  moment o f  co u rse ,  
i t ’s  on ly  been th e  m in o r i ty  t h a t  has  had th e  a c c e s s  to  them.
INTERVIEWER R ight to  change the  s u b je c t  L an c e , have you g o t  any ad v ice  
f o r  someone g e t t i n g  m arried?
LANCE Any ad v ice  w e l l  . .
INTERVIEWER What a re  your r e c i p e s  f o r  m a rr ia g e ,  y o u ’re  n o t  m a rr ie d  y o u r s e l f  
a r e  you?
LANCE No, w e l l  f i r s t  o f  a l l ,  what I  would say m yself  r e g a r d in g  
m a rr ia g e ,  i t ’ s  a  v e ry  good p o i n t ,  i t  t h i s ,  I  would say  to  
th e  young p e o p le ,  and t h a t ’ s  who m a t te r s  more th a n  a n y th in g ,  
t h e y ’r e  th e  f u tu r e  w hether I  l i k e  i t  o r  n o t ,  I  
rece d e  to  th e  background and I  say  to  them "you have No
f u t u r e "  and I  say  t h a t  w ith  a  c a p i t a l  N you have no f u t u r e  i n  
t h i s  p r e s e n t  p o l i t i c a l  system and th e  sooner you e i t h e r  k ic k  
i t  i n ,  change i t ,  th e  sooner you g e t  on w ith  i t «  Now t h a t  i s ,  
th e y  a re  to  ta k e  a u t h o r i t y  on now -  a major t a s k ,  a n o th e r  
one -  th e  p r e s e r v a t io n  o f  th e  human ra c e  -  to  g e t  r i d  o f  th e  
n u c le a r  s t u f f ,  t h a t ’ s th e  main problem th e r e ,  and th e n  
r e g a rd in g  m a rr ia g e ,  w e l l  t o  have m arriage  you need a house ,  
you need a home, you need a job  r i g h t .  So t h e r e f o r e ,  i f  th e y  
a re  c o n tem p la t in g  m arr iage  th e  f i r s t  th in g  th e y ’ve g o t  to  do 
r e a l l y ,  t h e y 'v e  got to  s o r t  t h i s  out p o l i t i c a l l y  and econom icall;  
i n  o rd e r  to  have a chance to  have a s u c c e s s fu l  m a rr ia g e ,  b e c ­
ause w ith  t l i a t ,  i f  you can take  .• w ife and have c h i l d r e n ,  you 
want a home f o r  them, you want money coming in ,  you want a job
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but um o . 1  p e r s o n a l ly  m yself th in k  m arriage i s  p robab ly  
an o v e r - r a t e d  th in g ,  I  d o n ' t  know.
INTERVIEWER Do you s t i l l  b e l i e v e  in  th e  i n s t i t u t i o n  of m arriage  a s  
opposed to  l i v i n g  to g e th e r?
LANCE Yes I  th in k  m yself  t h a t  um . . because  y ou 've  go t a w r i t t e n  
document s t a t i n g  t h a t  you a re  m a rr ied ,  t h a t ' s  no t go ing  
to  g iv e  you e t e r n a l  b l i s s ,  on th e  c o n t ra ry ,  and I  s t i l l  
q u e s t io n  what you mean by m a rr iag e ,  maybe in  th e  f u tu r e  
y o u ' l l  have a  c o n t r a c t  w r i t t e n  ou t w ith  a s o l i c i t o r  and t h a t  
w i l l  be th e  form o f  m arr iage  from a l e g a l  p o in t  o f  v iew . I  
see a s  i t  has  been , I  see major changes ta k in g  p la c e  t h e r e ,  
t h i s  d o n ' t  f u l f i l  th e  r o l e  f o r  th e  peop le  any more a s  we 
have been so b ro u g h t  up to  b e l i e v e ,  you know. I t ' s  a  
concep t t h a t  h a s  to  be re-exam ined  l i k e  a l o t  o f  o th e r  t h i n g s ,  
t h a t  might w e l l  be o ld  w ives t a l e s ,  t h a t  th ey  d o n ' t  h o ld  any 
good i n  th e  tw e n t i e th  c e n tu ry ,  I  mean s u r e ly  th e  whole concep t 
o f  th e  human ra c e  i s  be happy and t h i s  i s  how I  d e t e r ­
mine s u c c e s s ,  a re  you happy? y o u 'r e  e i t h e r  happy o r  y o u ' r e  
not. happy, and I  suppose m a rr iag e ,  I  lo o k  upon m a rr ia g e ,  
i t  cou ld  be g r e a t  s ex u a l  f u l f i lm e n t  which we a l l  need i n  
one form o r  th e  o th e r  and o f  c o u rse ,  what do th e y  mean by 
lo v e ,  t h a t ' s  a  q u e s t io n  I  would ask  m yself  today  what do you 
mean by you lo v e  t h a t  person?  o r  you lo v e  t h a t  . . .  I  mean 
a re  you s a y in g  ' I  fancy  t h a t  pe rso n  f o r  a l i t t l e  w hile*
I  look  upon i t  a s  a  v e ry  s e r io u s  m a t te r  and n o t  to  be tam pered  
w ith  l i g h t l y  i n  any shape o r  form, when y o u 'r e  young and 
in e x p e r ie n c e d  you do, b u t  i t ' s  n o t  to  be tampered w i th ,  and 
maybe a l o t  o f  t h i s  o ld  g u f f  about m arr iage  and e v e r y th in g  
and lo v e  has  been c r e a te d  by a l o t  o f  th e  a r t s ,  p o e t s  and 
m u s ic ian s  and a l l  th e  r e s t  o f  i t ,  b u t  I  t h in k  w e 've  g o t to  
examine t h i s  i n  a more s c i e n t i f i c  p e r s p e c t iv e  and I  t h i n k  
th a t  th e  c o n s e p ts  we have had about m arriage  w i l l  co m p le te ly  
change by th e  end o f  th e  tw e n t ie th  c e n tu ry  because  even 
women th e m se lv es  a re  r e b e l l i n g  a g a in s t  i t  in  i t s  p r e s e n t  forms 
and yon  know I  th in k  m yself  th a t  “ v. a p'^-oplo come to g e th e r
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and can g e n e r a l ly  r e s p e c t  the views o f  one a n o th e r ,  and 
can grow to g e th e r  then  I  th in k  th a t  could  be a w onderful 
th in g ,  b u t  I  mean when you look  around s o c ie ty ,  how many 
o f  i t  does .  I  mean t h e r e ' s  more and more b reak  ups going  on 
than  th e r e  has  ever  been in  our h i s t o r y  a t  the  p r e s e n t  
moment and um . . so t h e r e f o r e ,  I  see i t  a s  j u s t  a b ig  a re a  
t h a t  has  to  be re-exam ined  tho ro u g h ly  in  g e n e ra l  you know, 
and um . . I 'm  no t a g a i n s t  m arriage  and I  th in k  t h a t  i f  you 
a re  lu ck y  enough ( i f  you can c a l l  i t  t h a t  word) to  f in d  a 
p a r tn e r  t h a t  you can t r u l y  be com patib le  w ith  and want to  
sh a re  th e  r e s t  o f  your l i f e  w ith ,  th e n  I  th in k  t h a t  cou ld  
be a v e ry  w onderfu l t h i n g .  But I  shou ld  say i t ' s ' n o t  to  be 
tampered w ith  l i g h t l y  i n  any shape o r  form. T h a t ' s  what 
I  s e e .  So I  t r e a t  i t  w ith  a b ig  r e s p e c t  and t h a t ' s  how I  
f e e l  about i t  a t  th e  p r e s e n t  moment and i f  somebody w ants  
to  have p r e - m a r i t a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  th en  I  s a y " t h a t ' s  t h e i r  own 
b u s in e s s  and t h e i r  own a f f a i r s  and maybe t h a t  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  
i s  f o r  each o f  u s  a c c o rd in g  to  how we see  i t  and how we 
f e e l  about i t .  Every r e l a t i o n s h i p  must be unique i n  i t s e l f  
you know t h a t ' s  th e  way I  see t h a t ,  you know w h a t ' s  good 
f o r  one may n o t  be good f o r  th e  o th e r  and a s  I  say ,  I  mean 
th e  way I  see h i s t o r y  we a r e  c o n s ta n t ly  changing our v a lu e s ,  
we have to  a s  we go a lo n g  and um . . maybe m arr iage  w i l l  be 
thrown ou t o f  th e  window by th e  tw e n t ie th  c e n tu ry  -  a s  we 
have known i t ,  you know. T h a t ' s  no t s t i l l  so t h a t  p eo p le  
a r e  go ing  to  come to g e th e r  and have c h i ld r e n  and a l l  th e  r e s t ,  
and I  may see  i t  . . I  see  i t  um . . i t  may be conducted  i n  
a h i t h e r t o  d i f f e r e n t  l e g a l  form to  what we have known i t  
to d a y .
INTERVIEWER You d o n ' t  see i t  a s  n e c e s s a ry  to  g e t  m arr ied  i n  o rd e r  to  
have c h i ld r e n  to  form some form o f  s e c u r i t y ?
LANCE No. What I  do see w ith  m arr iage  though, th e  odd th i n g  
i s  t h a t  once the  c h i ld r e n  come a long  i f  you j u s t  l i v e  
to g e th e r  and d o n ' t  go througli any l e g a l  a r ran g em en ts ,  bu t 
w e l l  then  t h a t  in v o lv e s  more than  j u s t  y o u r s e lv e s  two peop le  
th e re  i s  a n o th e r  l i f e  now inv o lv ed  and t h i s  i s  an a r e a  t h a t
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has to  be q u es t io n ed  in  g r e a t  depth  and um . . i f  t h a t  c h i ld  
i s  no t go ing  to  r e c e iv e  love  and a f f e c t i o n  and s e c u r i t y ,  
then  god h e lp  th e  world because t h e r e ' s  a l o t  a l re a d y  
runn ing  around a l l  mixed up. I  am of the  op in ion  t h a t  
the  f i r s t  tw elve y e a r s  o f  your ch ildhood  i s  of major im p o rt­
ance o t  you, to  us and to  th e  c h i ld  and to  th e  world because  
th e  r e a c t i o n s  a re  I  know in  my own case about t h a t ,
and so t h e r e f o r e ,  I  um . .  . 1  th in k  i t ' s  um . . a s  I  say 
I  d e f i n i t e l y  th in k  t h a t  th e  whole a r e a  i s  go ing  to  be -  
t h a t  we a s  peop le  have go t to  re -exam ine  t h a t  a r e a  i n  e a r n e s t  
in  th e  very  n ea r  f u tu r e  you know. But a very  com plica ted  
one t h a t  what y ou 've  p u t  to  me and um . .  v e ry  v e ry  co m p lica ted  
I  shou ld  say and an a r e a  t h a t  I 'm  no t q u i t e  su re  o f  to  be 
h o n es t  w ith  you, b u t  I  th i n k  i t ' s  g r e a t ,  i t  a p p e a ls  i n  ray 
o p in io n ,  I  l i k e  women, i n  f a c t  I  love  them, you know b e in g  
ho n es t  abou t i t ,  I  lo v e  t h e i r  company and so f o r t h  and so ono 
But where i t ' s  found f o r  me, f o r  a  p e rso n  who was bo rn  from 
a  w orking c l a s s  i n  d i r e  p o v e r ty ,  I  knew t h a t  i f  I  was go ing  
to  ta k e  on a  w ife  and have c h i ld r e n ,  and then  I  would have a 
mortgage and th e  r e s t ,  so I  would never have a  chance to  
develop  m yself  a s  an a r t i s t  o r  to  f in d  o u t  what I  was good a t .  
I  r e a l i s e d  t h a t  I  c o u l d n ' t  have b o th ,  and so I  found th e  
co n v e n t io n a l  form o f  i t  was a  h in d ran c e  to  me, to  my d e v e lo p ­
ment r e a l l y  you know, so t h a t ' s  how I  see  abou t t h a t .
INTERVIEWER O.K. th a n k s  Lance , th e  l a s t  t o p i c s  I  shou ld  l i k e  you to  
t a l k  abou t i s  your job  i n  a c t u a l  f a c t ,  your l e a t h e r  making.
I  b e l i e v e  y ou 've  made, i s  i t  th e  bombard a  p a r t i c u l a r  s o r t  
o f  l e a t h e r  w a te r  ju g  o r  v e s s e l  f o r  some -place  i n  Canada, p e rh ap s  
you cou ld  t e l l  me som ething about t h a t ?
LANCE Yes w e l l  what has  a c t u a l l y  happened you s e e ,  I  have g o t  two 
l e a t h e r  c r a f t s  and t h e y ' r e  d i s t i n c t  a s  ch a lk  and c h e e se ,  
though th e y  a re  i n  l e a t h e r  t h e y ' r e  two s e p a ra te  c r a f t s ,  one 
i s  a modern c r a f t  i f  you l i k e ,  in  t h a t  I  make th e s e  handbags 
b e l t s  and a l l  t h a t ,  you could  c a l l  t h a t  a b read  and b u t t e r  
c r a f t ,  and th e n  I  have my a n c ie n t  c r a f t  of m e d ia e v i l  v e s s e l s .  
Now to  g e t  th e  re c o rd  s t r a i g h t  and so w e ' l l  pu t i t  s t r a i g h t .
INTERVIEWER
LANCE
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wo ' 11 put i t  l i k e  t h i s :  wliat do you meayj by bombard? 
what do you mean by m ed iaev il  l e a t h e r  v e s s e l s ,  what do 
you mean by bombard and b la c k ja c k ?  Now w e ' l l  put i t  to  
you v e ry  q u ic k ly ,  we had the  Norman conques t,  and on t h e i r  
h o rs e s  they  had s k in s  w ith  w ater  and wine, a hundred y e a r s  
a f t e r  th e  conquest the  E n g lish  look  a t  t h i s  and say " We 
can do b e t t e r ,  why d o n ' t  we d r in k  ou t o f  l e a t h e r "  so th e y  
l e a r n  a  p ro c e s s  o f  h a rden ing  th a t  l e a t h e r  to  make i t  r e a l l y  
s o l i d l y  hard  which i s  a m ed iaev i l  s e c r e t  kep t from f a t h e r  
to  son o f  th e  g i l l s ,  and then  th ey  founded a  form o f  la c q u e r  
t h a t  would s e a l  i t  and now hence t h e r e f o r e ,  was to  develop  
an e l i t e  p ie c e  o f  c u l tu r e  i n  th e  h i s t o r y  o f  th e  w orld ,  
never b e fo re  o r  s in c e  man i n  my co un try  was going  to  d r in k  
p redom inan tly  from l e a t h e r ,  y o u 'd  be s u r p r i s e d  how few 
Englishmen know t h a t  p a r t  o f  t h e i r  h i s t o r y  and when W illiam  
Shakespeare  was around i n  h i s  p la y s  he was w r i t i n g  about 
every  day e v e n ts  which a  l o t  o f  u s  have r e a d ,  a r e  h id d en  th e  
fo l lo w in g  words: Bombard, B la c k ja c k ,  C o s t e l l ,  S hakespeare  
h im s e lf  was d r in k in g  from a  B la ck jac k ,  t h a t  was a  common 
d r in k in g  v e s s e l .  Now th e y  were s t i l l  d r in k in g  ou t o f  l e a t h e r  
u n t i l  about 1700, 1750. One might t h e r e f o r e ,  a sk  what p u t  
an end t o  i t ,  i t  was o n ly  to  th e  dom ination  o f  p e w te r ,  and 
i t  w a s n 't  made a g a in  u n t i l  th e  advent o f  my l i f e  -  th e  com plete  
m aste ry  o f  t h i s  c r a f t  a g a in ,  i t ' s  ta k e n  me n in e te e n  y e a r s  
and ray god I ' v e  had to  pay a  p r i c e  to  l e a r n  i t .  So h e re  i s  
t h i s  c r a f t  a l l  i n t a c t  a g a in  on Bodmin Moors, so I  cannot 
p u t  t h a t  s t ro ig  enough to  you, so peop le  you know, to  p u t  i t  to  
you, t h i s  i s  what h a s  a c t u a l l y  ta k e n  p la c e  and what w i l l  happen 
to  th e  c r a f t  i n  th e  even t o f  my d ea th  I  d o n ' t  know, i t  depends 
from now on how s o c i e t y  r e a c t s  tow ards me. I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  I  
am a  s e l f i s h  p e rso n .  I ' v e  never  wanted to  adhere  to  t h a t  ty p e  
o f  t h i n g ,  I ' d  love  to  p a s s  i t  on and g ive  i t  to  p eo p le  and 
um th e r e f o r e .  I ' v e  g o t  my two c r a f t s  you s e e ,  my a n c i e n t  c r a f t ,  
th e  a n c ie n t  m e d iaev i l  c r a f t  and my o th e r  c r a f t ,  so t h a t ' s  . .
Where d id  you a c t u a l l y  l e a r n  to  make them? Did you go
back to  Shakespeare?
No from p r i s o n ,  which a s  you know was in  Canada, I  l e a r n t  th e  
ru d im e n ta r i e s  o f  how to  carve  l e a t h e r  th e re  and o f  c o u rs e ,  I
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was doing  o th e r  th in g s .  I  had a job over th e re  and I  was 
going to  schoo l and I  was s tu d y in g ,  and rea d in g  e v e ry th in g  
I could p o s s ib ly  g e t  from the  l i b r a r y  and when I  came back
from Canada I  p icked  up a sh o v e l ,  I  had a shovel in  my hand
fo r  a w h ile  and I  thought I  d o n ' t  want t h i s  bloody shove l 
in  my hand f o r  the  r e s t  o f  my l i f e .  I ' d  b e s t  l e a r n  some 
more about t h a t  l e a t h e r  work, and i t  went on f o r  y e a r s  and
y e a r s ,  I  go t a job i n  a bakery  by day and l e a r n t  i t  by n ig h t ,
dug b ig  h o le s ,  sewed up h a rd  l e a t h e r  and from then  on I  had 
to  l e a r n  a l l  th e  r e s t  co m ple te ly  on my own and um . . t i l l  
f i n a l l y  a chap t o l d  me t h a t  once in  h i s t o r y  th ey  had th e s e  
l e a t h e r  ju g s ,  and i t  f i r e d  my im a g in a t io n  and I  though t 
"w e ll  w o u ld n 't  t h a t  be m arvelous i f  I  cou ld  g e t  back t h a t  
a n c ie n t  c r a f t ,  and I  th ough t god t h a t  would g e t  me known"
Of c o u rse ,  unknown to  me, I  tho u g h t I  was going  to  do i t  i n  
a  few y e a r s ,  b u t  i t ' s  to o k  me y e a r s  and y e a r s  and y e a r s  and 
I  r e s e a rc h e d  i n  th e  B r i t i s h  Museum, t h e r e ' s  a  f o n t  
a t  Oxon and Buckingham shire and g e t t i n g  sacks  and c a r r y in g  
them on s t i c k s ,  p o e t ry ,  um o ld  documents, o ld  books, 
c a s t l e s  and th e n  f i n a l l y  I  had to  f in d  i t  ou t e i t h e r  by 
l o g i c a l  c o n c lu s io n  o r  h i t  and m iss ,  t h e r e ' s  been  a  l o t  o f  
h i t  and m iss  and f i n a l l y  I  can t r u t h f u l l y  say today  t h a t  I  
have conquered t h a t  c r a f t  and t h a t ' s  h e re  w ith  me on Bodmin 
Moors.
INTERVIEWER Have you i n  a c t u a l  f a c t  w r i t t e n  i t  down i n  th e  form o f  
a  book?
LANCE No.
INTERVIEWER Do you  fo r e s e e  y o u r s e l f  do ing  t h a t ?
LANCE Well even now to  me up h e re  i t ' s  a q u e s t io n  o f  tim e you know, 
I  mean I ' v e  go t to  g e t  my p r i o r i t i e s  r i g h t ,  what I  l i k e  to  
do . . I  l i k e  to  s c u lp t u r e  i n  l e a t h e r  you see and keep 
d eve lop ing  th i n g s ,  even to  me a l th o u g h  I  l i v e  up h e r e ,  i t ' s  
n q u e s t io n  o f  timi- and my p r i o r i t i e s .
INTERVIEWER So can you e l a b o r a t e  on the  s o r t  of job  th a t  you a r e  go ing  
to  send to  Canada, which one was th a t?
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LANCE Yes t h i s  was the  bombard, t h i s  was the  . . the bombard 
was used to  convey the  b ee r  from the b u t t e r y ,  where they  
kep t th e  b u t t s  o f  b e e r , more power to  your elbow has  come 
from l i f t i n g  the  e ig h t  g a l lo n s  in  the bombard. I t ' s  
c a r r i e d  up on th e  sh ou lde r  and then conveyed to  the  long  
t a b l e  where i t  was poured from the  sh ou lde r  i n t o  th e  s m a l le r  
v e s s e l s .  I t ' s  c a l l e d  a bombard because when you ho ld  i t  
up i t  re sem b le s  an a n c ie n t  c a s t l e  t h a t  they  used to  bombard 
c a s t l e s  w ith  an o u tw h iz z e r , now t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  ju g  w ith  the  
Canadian co a t  o f  arms on i s  go ing  i n t o  th e  Museum o f  Man 
which i s  t h e i r  n a t io n a l  museum in  Ottawa, Canada, and o f  
cou rse  t h i s  i s  away in  a  few days a s  you know, and t h i s  i s  
o f  cou rse  to  t h e i r  N a t io n a l  museum as  a g i f t  from me, 
because  i t  was from Canada t h a t  I  had my major b re a k  i n  
K ingston  P e n i t e n t i a r y ,  O n ta r io ,  so a s  a  k ind  o f  a  th a n k  you, 
I  am g iv in g  them t h i s  a s  a g i f t  a b s o lu te  from th e  B r i t i s h  
p e o p le .
INTERVIEWER I  th in k  th e r e  i s  a l s o  a  bombard in  Shakespeards  b i r t h  p l a c e .
LANCE Yes th e r e  i s  a  bombard i n  S h a k e s p e a re 's  b i r t h  p la c e ,  
S tra t fo rd -u p o n -A v o n ,  t h a t ' s  where th e  e f f i g y  o f  . . . 
S h a k e s p e a re 's  e f f i g y  i s  carved  upon i t  and so i t ' s  th e  o n ly  
one l i k e  i t  i n  th e  w orld  and t h a t  was g iven  a s  a  g i f t  
a b s o lu te  to  them, and o f  c o u r s e , t h e n  I  have my work i n  
W estm inster Abbey, London, t h i s  i s  th e  w ater  b o u g e ts ,  th e y  
were c a r r i e d  on th e  yoke, th e y  were f o r  th e  c a r r y in g  o f  w a te r  
th rough  th e  narrow s t r e e t s  o f  London and th e  c i t i e s  i n  th e  
tw e l f t h  -  t h i r t e e n t h  c e n tu ry ,  when th e  s t r e e t s  were o n ly  
say two y a rd s  o r  v e ry  narrow . The s a n i t a t i o n  was i n  th e  s t r e e t s  
you t h e r e f o r e ,  had to  convey d r in k in g  w a te r  to  them, i t  was 
c a r r i e d  by men c a l l e d  th e  boug men B 0 U G, and t h i s  th e y  
c a r r i e d  on a yoke on a h o rse  and th e re  were t h r e e  e n t i t i e s ,  
w ith  th e  yoke and th e  middleman -  a guy w ith  a hook t h a t  
would tak e  th e  w a te r ,  a l l  th e  k id s  knew them and would say 
"here  comes th e  boug men" in  the  advent of th e  w a te r  p ip e s ,  
whicli were made, they, were t r e e  t ru n k s  bored ou t w ith  c lay  
in  the  m idd le ,  they  never made tliem a g a in ,  and th e  o n ly  p a i r  
in  the  world today  in  my e x p e r ie n c e ,  ai^ in  W estm ins te r  Abbey
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made by me which was g iven  to  the  abbey, and then  my work 
was a l s o  a t  th e  Northampton Museum which I  r e c e n t l y ,  i t  was 
in  Northampton . . and gave a m i l i t a r y  l e a t h e r n  bowl to  th e  
l e a t h e r  museum in  Northampton.
INTERVIEWER How many bombards have you i n  a c t u a l  f a c t  made, Lance
LANCE Yes I  would say a t o t a l  o f  e ig h t  y es ,  t h a t ' s  th e  b ig g e s t  o f  
th e  v e s s e l s  o f  c o u rse ,  about e ig h t  y e s .
INTERVIEWER And t h e y ' r e  s o ld  f o r  what? f i v e  hundred d id  you say?
LANCE Yes i t  i s  f i v e ,  th e y 'v e  go t to  be f i v e  hundred pound y e s .
INTERVIEWER And t h e y ' r e  v a lu ed  a t  one thousand  f iv e  d id  you say
LANCE Yes you can say  a  thousand  pound because  you can say  a  th o u san d ,  
i t ' s  go t to  be a  thousand  pound you know y e s .
INTERVIEWER How d id  you g e t  commissioned f o r  th e  work i n  th e  Abbey then?
LANCE Well i t ' s  ab u i l d  up o f  e v e n ts  you s e e .  I ' d  . . I  was on
I .T .V .  and th e y  p ic k ed  me up a t  Stretford-upon-Avon and th e y  
t o l d  me th e y  were i n t e r e s t e d  i n  me, th e y  were th e  p o ep le  who 
t o l d  me t h a t  most o f  th e  o th e r  v e s s e l s  were m entioned i n  h i s  
p la y s  -  th e  bombard, c o s t e l ,  b la c k ja c k  and a l l  t h a t ,  and th e y  
were i n t e r e s t e d  enough to  pu rch ase  th e  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  my work, 
to  have i n  S h ak e sp e a re ' s  b i r t h  p la c e ,  and o f  co u rse  th e n  t h i n g s  
g e t  around a s  you know, and f i n a l l y  I  g o t  i n  touch  w ith  th e  
Dean of  W estminsterAbbey and th rough  th e  good o f f i c e s  o f  somebod; 
e l s e  and . . one th in g  l e d  to  a n o th e r  u n t i l  f i n a l l y  I  gave them, 
um . . p r e s e n te d  them w ith  a p a i r  o f  them i n t o  th e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
o f  th e  chambers o f  W estm ins ter  Abbey which was g iv en  to  th e  
n a t io n ,  y e s .
INTERVIEWEE Have you done any work w ith  g l a s s  a t  a l l ?
LANCE No I  h a v e n ' t  no, not to  say t h a t  I  h a v e n ' t  go t a deep a p p r e c i a ­
t i o n  o f  g l a s s ,  w hether i t ' s  th e  diamond cu t  in  le a d  o r ,  s t a i n
I 'm  very  fond o f  i t  yes.
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INTERVIEWER And I  do b e l i e v e  t o , t h a t  r e v e r t i n g  back to  your l e a t h e r  
work t h a t  a l l  th e  b e l t s  a re  f a i r l y  unique a r e n ' t  they?
LANCE Yes, i t ’ s  a l l  hand carved  you see and um . . .  I  can make 
a h u n t in g  o r  f i s h i n g  scene or w hatever you want and c a r r y  
ou t p e r s o n a l l y  f o r  you and um . . a l l  my work I  b e l i e v e  to  
be u n iq u e ,  i t ' s  a  p a r t  o f  me so i t  must be un ique , i t ' s  a 
b i t  o f  me because  every  human be ing  i s  unique i s  he n o t?  
so th e r e  you a r e .
INTERVIEWER And how d id  you come to  adopt th e  s ig n  o f  th e  t o a d s t o o l .
LANCE My g r a n d f a t h e r ' s  name was Edward H urst and he was a famous 
h e r b a l i s t  and in v e n to r  and i f  you checked him b u t ,  y o u 'd  be 
s u r p r i s e d  a t  how much he d id  in v e n t  you know.
INTERVIEWER I n  what r e s p e c t ?
LANCE In  th e  rea lm  o f  m edicine  and h e rb s  and I  know, I  d o n ' t  know . 
I  know f o r  a  f a c t  t h a t  he made l o t s  o f  d i f f e r e n t  f i r e  g r a t e s  
which he made a t  h i s  own fo rg e  which were mass p roduced  i n  
Birmingham, Edwardian f i r e  p la c e s  and d i f f e r e n t  t h i n g s  and I  
d o n ' t  know h a l f  o f  i t  b u t  I  know th e re  was a  h e l l  o f  a  l o t  o f  
s t u f f  he in v e n te d  and th e  to a d s to o l  b e in g  a  f u n g i ,  which he 
was working w i th ,  on th e  fu n g i ,  and so I  th o u g h t I ' d  u se  th a t ,  
i n  h i s  memory, and i t ' s  u n o b tru s iv e  and I  can even h id e  i t  i n  
my work.
INTERVIEWER Yes so th e  a n c ie n t  le a th e rw o rk  t h a t  you do^ and th e  modern 
l e a t h e r  work h as  i t  a l l  go t t h i s  s ign?
LANCE A ll  got a to a d s to o l  on y e s .
INTERVIEWER And Lance a s  w e ll?
LANCE No not n e c e s s a r i l y  Lance , t h a t  goes on to  my b e l t s
my name Lance and a t o a d s t o o l ,  bu t on th e  v e s s e l s ,
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HOW INTERESTED ARE
YOU IN CURRENT AITAIRS in v a r i a b ly  I j u s t  pu t the  to a d s to o l  and d a te  of when I
made i t .
INTERVIEWER And d a te  i t  y e s ,  O.K. thank you Lance, R ev er t in g  back to  
th e  news to p i c s  in  th e  news now, how i n t e r e s t e d  a re  you in  
c u r r e n t  a f f a i r s ,  would you say?
LANCE I ’m very  i n t e r e s t e d  in  c u r r e n t  a f f a i r s ,  I  love  a l l  . . I  l i k e  
Panorama, I  l i k e  a l l  th o s e .  Weekend World, I  love  a l l  them 
because  a s  you know I 'm  a s e a rc h e r  and I  want to  g e t  a t  t r u t h  
w hatever t h a t  i s .  I ’m a s e a rc h e r  o f  t r u t h  and god a lo n e  knows 
i t ’ s  d i f f i c u l t  to  g e t  a t  i t .  I  l i s t e n  to  a l l  t h a t  th e y  say , 
and th e n  I  w i l l  equa te  i t  and make up my own mind abou t 
d i f f e r e n t  t h i n g s  you know, b u t  I ’m v e ry  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  w h a t’ s 
go ing  i n  th e  w orld  and w h a t’s  going  on around me, v e ry  i n t e r e s t e  
and t h a t ’ s w ith  a  c a p i t a l  V.
INTERVIEWER How inform ed would you say you a re  Lance?
LANCE Well I  would say p r e t t y  w e ll  in form ed i n  a  way because  a l l  
th e  v i s i t o r s  who come to  see me a l l  over  th e  w o rld .  We don’ t  
j u s t  s e l l  and pu rchase  l e a t h e r  work, I  a sk  them abou t what 
i s  go ing  on i n  t h e i r  c o u n t r i e s  econom ica lly ,  p o l i t i c a l l y  
and a l l  th e  d i f f e r e n t  peop le  who come to  see me i s  a  
b l e s s i n g  i n  a  way because  th e y  keep me i n  touch  a  l o t  w i th  
what i s  go ing  on i n  t h e i r  towns and p la c e s  y e s .
INTERVIEWER Do you re a d  many newspapers?
LANCE No I  d o n ’ t  no, I  don ’t  r e a d  no new spapers , we don ’t  have them. 
I ' v e  g o t  a t e l e v i s i o n  s e t  and o th e r  th a n  t h a t  we d o n ’t  b o th e r ,  
don’ t  b o th e r  w ith  new spapers .
INTERVIEWER So does most o f  your in fo rm a t io n  come from peop le  t h a t  you 
meet o r  from your own read in g ?
LANCE Urn . . from people  we meet oj' our own I ' e a d i n g ,  our own 
re a d in g  y e s .  I ' v e  t r i e d  to  b u i ld  my own l i b r a r y  a s  you can see
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v/ith d i f f e r e n t  books, I 'm  very  pi'oud of rny books and I  d o n ' t  o 
I  m on ly  i n t e r e s t e d  in  books o f  th in g s  t h a t ' s  happened, j u s t  
f a c t  o f  th e  w orld , I  h a v e n ' t  go t time to  read  f i c t i o n  you know, 
I  h a v e n ' t  g o t  th e  t im e .
INTERVIEWER So y o u ' r e  more perhaps  . . you l i s t e n  to  what p e o p l e ' s  
o p in io n s  a re  about c e r t a i n  th in g s  and you o b v io u s ly  lo o k  
a t  th e  t e l e v i s o n  q u i t e  a b i t  and i t ' s  p robab ly  from t h a t  and 
from your own l i f e  e x p e r ie n c e s  i s  i t .
LANCE
INTERVIEWER
Yes y e s ,  t h a t ' s  r i g h t  y e s .
O.K. th e n  Lance th an k s  v e ry  much indeed  then .
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T R A N S C R I P T  13
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  M a r k
POLAND
Interviewer "O.K., then M a r k ,  what do you feel about the present situation 
in Poland at the moment?
M a r k Well, I am not very well informed on the details of what's 
going on in Poland, and that's largely because I don't find 
very much point in following the details of these things. I 
am aware roughly, because I see other people's newspapers. 
Occasionally I read my own newspaper. I have not read a 
whole article on the published thing. But 1 have a sort of 
deep generalised anxiety about it, because it seem s to m e, it 
is a very, very tense situation, because ... because it follows 
a pattern and in general, when I see this kind of thing going 
on (that is, a conflict between some established system  and 
some volume of dissent which has grown to the point of really  
becoming very significant) I am aware that these situations 
are potentially very explosive. So I know they are explosive.
I will tell you something right now, actually -  you can cut 
the answer for a moment. I can actually feel a kind of 
pedantry in what I am saying now; I am not just talking to 
you like I was last tim e. I am looking at the microphone, I
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am not looking at you; I am not feeling as relaxed. That's 
funny.
Interviewer Yes. But we did discuss this before the interview lost week 
because I said I had found that the microphone was very 
inhibiting with some of my subjects, and that was a point I 
was going to bring out in my write-up. But 1 have found (last 
week and certainly during this week - when I have been doing 
these fairly lengthy interviews) - that after the first five or 
ten minutes or so, people seem to settle  down and don’t 
actually notice the microphone.
Mark Y es, I am sure that is so, yes -  I'm sure that's so. It is just 
that I noticed it very suddenly bcause there was such a contrast 
with last tim e we chatted.
Interviewer Yes and, as an interviewer, very aware of the recording levels.
Mark Y es, so you have got an artificia lity  in mind all the tim e?
Interviewer Yes, and if it drops below a certain point then I know I have 
got to increase the volume.
Mark Right, well I will try. You see, the big problem I have got 
at present is that I do remember doing this before and the 
result of having done it before is that first of all, I feel
slightly rehearsed and I don't like feeling rehearsed, and ......
There is a quite definite d ifference. You see, the first tim e 
we went through, you were asking me about these things and
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I was telling you - I was sort of 'responding' and then explaining 
why my answer was the sort of answer it was, and that kind 
of thing and, I felt I was just having a chat to you and I was 
telling you things about me, things about what I thought about 
things, and now, sitting here with you, I can't feel that you 
don't know those things now, because we went through them  
before; I remember saying these things to you, talking about 
the way I thought about things, and that sort of thing and I 
fe lt well: I was really telling you about it then. I don't really 
feel I'm telling you about it now, because I feel I've told you.
Interviewer Yes, but in actual fact I have forgotten a lot of the content.
I knew that the first few answers revolved around system s 
and processes.
Mark Well, they always will because 1 tend to see . . .  I tend to 
see everything spun out of a fairly simple generative set of 
patterns.
Interviewer Y es.
Mark I think if you look at these there are a number of political 
things on this list. The hunger strike business and possibly 
others. I can't remember, but on the whole, I think that these  
are all quêtions of conflict. I mean, there is the question of 
violence on T.V., and this is a question of the degrees of 
conflict in society . And so I tend to see things largely . . . . 
I think that human conflict, actually, is a fairly intelligible
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process. Whereas, it seems to me that most people don't. 
They are preoccupied with winning some particular conflict. 
They don't see in general that somebody who is aware of their 
constraints (the constraints on their actions), and is aware of 
the type of information available to them, will actually be 
able to see what they are going to do. Now, of course, they  
ore aware of it to this extent, that they actually try to conceal 
information from each other in cose people con predict what 
they are going to do. But the whole thing about conflict is 
that it is necessary for anybody engaged in a conflict to try 
to be secretive.
Interviewer Yes.
Mark And secretiveness I think, is an obstruction, a total obstruction  
of communication. Now it seem s to me there is a d ifference. 
We use the word communication in society  at present largely 
to mean any exchange of symbols.
Interviewer Yes.
Mark Now I don't, as it happens. I think there are two categories 
of the exchange of symbols within our society  is disputation: 
people are trying to prove something, or disprove something, 
or persuade, or do something of this sort -  rhetoric - I think 
rhetoric has nothing to do with communication; I think largely, 
it's kind of misuse of language. But it does have the e ffe c t ,  
of course, that in the event that people proceed in these 
fashions, these rhetorical ways rather than understanding what
3 5 .
is going on with their communicational processes, then, the 
comrnunicationol processes will go wrong, and the phenomenon 
that will arise when their processes cb go wrong will hove 
the appearance of dispute, and they won't actually be able to 
resolve the disputes. They will continually be trying to do 
some kind of censorship, or delaying action, or just voyering 
their way out of disputes without changing anything 
fundamentally. And so consequently, you get proceeduraj 
decisions, but these decisions ore not actually acceded to by 
the people subject to them, because they simply can't accede  
to them. They may feel them selves forced to accede to them  
overtly, but they can't actually do so. I mean, if somebody 
is actually living in a sta te  of deprivation and they find 
them selves talking to some slick bureaucrat who tells them  
either that they deserve to be, or that there's nothing that 
can be done about it or what-not, I mean they may accept 
some formal decision from him, but actually their sta te  of 
deprivation - the degree to which they will be energised to  
actually try to change the situation can't be altered; you can't 
go on sweeping the much under the carpet indefinitely. But 
this tends to happen and people begin to argue about backlogs 
of disputes and this Polish thing is a perfect exam ple. No 
doubt what has happened is that ' they have got them selves 
into progressively deadlocked com m ittee structures and the  
like, and pricing schemes or whatever. If there is a bueaucrati.c 
proceedure, it will be formalised (there will be rules about it, 
there will be questions of proper channels and that kind of 
thing) and in general, when there are complaints there will 
be an attem pt to defuse the complaint, rather than look at
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the system and see whether there is anything that can really 
be done about it, (largely because people live in a kind of 
muddlgjand they always say 'Well we can't get on to anything 
now. That's not within our terms of reference. That would 
mean appealing to a higher com m ittee or a higher authority', 
or something like that.) So that basically, there are demands
for solution to problems within constraint-sets, that ensure
that the problems can't be solved.
Interviewer Y es.
Mark No usually what happens there is, ultim ately, this will either
com e to blows, or go to some level of suppressed dissent, or 
there may be some innovtion which, for the tim e being, 
distracts people enought to make them think something is 
being done about the problem, but in fact, does very little , 
because it will generally be deadlocked as soon as it has 
started. And the problems underneath the sort of 'bureaucratic 
covers' world-wide, in every organisation, will go on growing.
The problem is that organisations haven't got any flexib le  
response to this kind of thing. The very nature of an 
organisation is that the responses for each person at each  
level are prescribed by their job description or their lim its of 
discretion, or what-not, and in general, there is very, very 
strong opposition to any individual in an organistion (or even 
any com m ittee) having large discretionary powers, because it 
is seen as, basically, it is seen as a monopoly of power.
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And, nearly all organistions are paranoid in the sense that 
people are obsessed with the mismanagement prospect 
(prospective mismanagement of the organisation), or its 
subversion, or its dissipation. Converting its funds to, say, 
entertainment accounts, rather than getting on on producing 
something - all these various things. Organisations actually  
are incredibly rigid. So their rigidity means that their 
responses are inept in situations; the ineptitude means that 
basically they are continually moving into problematic . . . 
more and more problematic zones for them selves; those 
problems give rise to dispute within the organisation; the 
rigidity of the organisation suppresses the dispute; ultim ately  
it has to burt. Now it seem s to me that this is going on in 
Poland. It is going on everywhere that I see an organisation; 
it may be at a different phase of that cycle, but people seem  
always to try and solve problems by starting another kind of 
organisation and trying to get a different sort of constitution  
and I don t think that will work. It is the very use of the 
constitution that is the trouble.
So when I look at the Polish situation, I see that it is one of 
these phenomena. No doubt, the Russians must be incredibly 
worried about it because it appears that what's happened is 
that the people on the ground (Solidarity and the workers) 
have reached a point where the usual paliatives, distractions 
and so on, can no longer work because the intensity of the 
problem is very great. I think they also ore sensing that 
things are changing and they are probably very hopeful - some 
of the more naive people in Solidarity. But the Russians must
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surely know that it is impossible to yield to this because o f  
the destabilising effects  that it will have, throughout the whole 
of their block. That is why I feel that this is a singularly 
nasty version of this. But I should soy we have correspondingly 
nasty things in this country when you think of inner city  
problems and those kind of things. When crises come into 
synchrony there is going to be a big crises.
Interviewer Y es.
Mark And since organisations basically are system s for regenerating  
crisis, I think . . . .
Interviewer But does this apply to political system s?
Mark I would think, you know, every system is a political system  in 
a sense. Wherever there is a question of arbitration of a 
dispute, then there is the question of who has the role of 
arbitrator and you find that the political dispute is the dispute 
about who shall arbitrate. The whole point about arbitration 
is that it is arbitrary. It doesn't work. Of course, people 
think it does work and they start pointing to cases in which 
it seem s to work. But basically after all where the problem 
is one of suppression of information, misinformation because, 
you know, all these disputes are solved by some appeal to 
some criterion or other ultim ately, possibly brute force, but 
in general word com e first, the econom ic sanctions com e 
second and violence comes third. Basically the risk escalation  
goes up os you move along that spectrum, and the cost goes
up. So on the whole,  people  will actual ly  t ry  to talk people
off be fo re  they  t ry  to buy 'em off,  and will t ry  to buy 'em
off be fo re  they t ry  to  fight  them  off.
But this is a simple economy thing.
Interviewer Isn't it a question of bargains, as well?
Mark Well in bargaining, the crucial thing is to deceive your opponet;
it is a game of poker and what happens is that people try to
present the strongest case. Now there is a g^at deal of
selection of evidence there and this will generally be pointed 
out; anybody who has a false case being presented against 
them feels pretty strongly about aspects that the other pxerson 
is sliding over, or taking for granted, and will try to bring 
them up and therefore, the question of what is relevant and 
who arbitrates relevance, for exam ple, is very important. It 
is always a question of swaying a jury, or swaying a 
constituency, or even swaying a particular individual, if that 
individual is in some kind of so-called decision-making status: 
you know, judges of appeal, directors being persuaded for one 
policy or against another in a company, or the university, with  
questions of bidding for research monies, that kind of thing; 
it is all basically propagandist ventures because you find that 
these things only occur in questions where there is not 
sufficient information. It is always accompanied with a great 
deal of secrecy; people must play their cards close to their 
chests; they mustn't let other people know about their
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weaknesses. The degree of misinformation is really quite 
colossal. Hence the demand incidentally, for all the 
information processing stuff that we have.
Interviewer Y es.
Mark Basically, if you know that most of the information is 
scrambled or jammed or censored or what-not, then you just 
have to try to collect more and it seem s to me the information 
explosion arises out of, very largely, out of this preoccupation 
with misdirection and secrecy and so-on. The result is that 
nobody has got a clue how anything works.
interviewer But the advisers to the Polish government would have clues, 
wouldn't they?
Mark No, I don't think so. It seem s fairly obvious that if you look 
at the world econom ies, that there are no econom ists who 
have the slightest understanding how econom ies work. When 
I say 'no' that is a bit sweeping. There are perhaps two or 
three making very cogent remarks, but in general they will 
be ignored by the majority, because the actual conceptual 
structure with which they work will be different. So on the 
whole, you find that people ore put into positions of vulnerable 
authority, or possibly they may get into positions of popular 
authority -  like television pundits - just because basically they 
have got some kind of line of appeal that sways a large number 
of people who know less. But the only person actually, who
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can assess a person's cotnpefence is somebody who is at least 
as com petent.
Interviewer Y es.
M a r k Now people just don't know. People ore informed by reports 
from sound sources, the question is: How do they select the
sources? In general they will only select a source os being 
sound, if, on matters of fairly fundamental policy, that source 
is of the some persuasion as they are. There are expections. 
There are things you know perfectly w ell. There ore certain  
circum stances in which you can be sure somebody is telling  
the truth, even though he is not of the som e persuasion, if 
you are sure enough that you have got enough frighteners on 
him; you see , this is what gives rise to torture. But you see , 
information extracted under torture is unsound anyway, because 
the victim  is going to say anything he thinks will stop the 
torture and so your torturing doesn't extract valid information. 
But the whole question of validity is always a question of 
selection anyway, if I understand perfectly how som ething 
works (like a machine) then, if something goes wrong with it, 
I know what to look for. D iagnostic error testing and that 
kink of thing can be done on machines. But if there is 
something where I really don't know how it works, and I wish 
it worked in a different way, then there may be ways in which 
I can temporarily force it, but it has its own inner dynamics 
by which it will ultim ately attem pt to evade that forcing and 
people just don't understand each other's interdynamics. No 
politician is actually an expert on human nature. In fact you
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will find they usually have an extremely sim plistic view of 
human nature: you can't change it; it is greedy; it is aggressive; 
it's self-seeking; it's frightenable. In the society  at large, we 
have no idea I mean: where we are ignorant about people's 
psychology (and the mere fact that we have (a) people who 
are supposed to be professional psychologiests -  which is 
amazing -  because to be a peson and to interact with other 
people you hove got to be a psychologist -  and if you ore not 
going to be a com petent one, you are bound to be an 
incompenent one -) and the fact that you actually have people 
who can be regarded by the p)opulance at large as in some 
way experts on understanding people -  which is all that 
psychology is - is very extraordinary. It means obviously, that 
the mass of people don't even pretend to understand people. 
Also, the other point about it is that there is no unanimity 
even amongst these alleged experts.
Now basically from this we infer that certainly in the society  
nobody undersands human psychology and yet, of course, one 
finds that at the sam e tim e, people are incredibly rigidly 
attached to specific proceedures for tyring to a ffec t people's 
behaviour. Now they are wrong. I think they are simply 
wrong about those procedures and that's why it never gets  
anything right. You can't start getting it right until you stop  
getting it wrong. Repeat the thing that is getting it right 
until you stop getting it wrong. Repeat the thing that is 
getting it wrong every tim e, and then it will appear that that 
is a law of nature. The social structure obviously must be 
one which regenerates its norms; or the norms would be
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transformed in regeneration. But on the whole, if people don't 
attend to the dissonance between the essential needs of human 
psychology (which I think pertain very much to people's 
understanding of their circumstances: that is, being able to
get valid information and not to find them selves in a realm  
where they are either deprived of it, or misinformed, or, told 
not to ask for it, or told they can't have it because they are 
not qualified to have it, or something like this) I think this 
can only induce anxiety. Most of the behaviour which is 
regarded as normal behaviour in our society  is specifically  
neurotic, if not psychotic behaviour, which is due to the fact
that we have a society  which is kind of s e lf    kind of auto-
degenerative in terms of the induction of neuroses and insofar 
as there is anything working aginst neurosis in an individual, 
‘ it is something that is within the part of psychology that we
don't purport to understand.
Interviewer So in actual fact, with respect to governments, they are
com plexifying them selves?
Mark Oh, I think any error repeated .... if somebody makes an 
error....
Interviewer Error is repeating error in actual fact?
Mark Yes, because basically, if you make a mistake about som ething  
then obviously, the only reason you can ever say you have 
made a mistake is because you suddenly find your expectation  
is disrupted in some way. You have carried out som e action
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and you have some notion of the consequences of that action 
and those consequences don't ensue, something else does. Now 
it is conceivable that this could be on interruption from an 
outside source, or it could be that what you did wasn't such 
as to conduce to the result that you actually thought you were 
conducing to; now, if it is the latter and you explain it as 
the former, you have not only started with one error, you 
hove now added a second error.
Interviewer Y es.
Mark Now if, in fact, a person makes a very sim ple error, a very, 
very sim ple error -  an error of sim plicity in meaning -  that it 
is something which a ffec ts ... relates to a circum stance which 
repeats very, very frequently, such as contact with another 
human being,...
Interviewer A breeding error?
Mark Oh, it will breed alright, because the crucial thing is that if 
somebody's notion of how other people will respond to  them  
is mistaken, then people won't respond to them in that way 
(in the way that they are seeking), but because they are 
disposed to seek it, they will not be able to refrain and, either  
they will correct their error - find how to proceed and no 
longer be in this situation -  or, if they don't find their error, 
they are bound to repeat it. Now if they repeat the errors 
of intraction with other people, and they always explain these  
in terms of something being wrong with the other people when
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they find they don't actually succejd in what they fancy they 
are doing, then they are simply going to elaborate the most 
enormous theory of other people which will all be com pletely  
false; and they will use it in every interaction that they are 
in. They will become more and more estranged; they will 
find them selves becoming more and more secretive; they will 
find there ore more and more subjects they need to ovoid; 
more and more things that make them angry; more and more 
times that they are frustrated and they won't be able to get 
out of that until the original error has somehow disappeared.
Interviewer But it gets more difficult as error breeds error, surely?
Mark That's right. The whole thing becomes more d ifficult.
Interviewer The deeper you go into this thing of making more and more 
errors, I should think the harder it is to get out of that 
situation.
Mark Well, there are two things. I mean first of all, obviously it 
is bound to bring things to a head in this or that circum stance 
more and more. In fact, what tends to happen, as far as I 
can see , is that where people can't handle their interpersonal 
relationships in a way that brings them any kind of inner 
peace, any feeling of actually becoming more and more at 
ease with other people, where they can't do that, then, they  
nevertheless have certain things in which they need to interact 
with other people and they tend, I think, to shelter behind 
formal interfaces, or, of course ore simply manipulative. I
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mean, if personal behaviour is simply manipulative; 'You will 
do it bacuse I have got this on you' or 'I can damage you in 
this way or that', well obviously that is going to do nothing 
for their personal relationships. I mean: there are people
who conduct every transaction they hove in their lifetim e in 
this way and of course, they are bound to end up extrem ely  
lonely; and the variety of consolations they may seek can be 
quite enormous. But in general, they will seek the consolation  
of power, ...and I think that is one of the troubles - this is, 
it seem s to me one of the fundamental bases of tyrany. That
basically if you are born  Say you are born os a child of a
Patrician fam ily in the Roman Empire and because of a certain  
amount of internecine struggle going on around you, you find 
that suddenly you are Emperor E lect, then, what will happen 
to any child in that circumstance is, of course, that people 
will be frightened of offending that child. Once anybody 
actually holds power then people will not tell them the truth, 
they will tell them what they want to hear, (Obviously, 
because most power holders are content to be peremptory in 
their behaviour.) You are bound to become more busy if you 
hold power, because you have got more and more things to 
keep in the air; there is more and more difficulty in protecting  
it and maintaining it and it tends to make people busier and 
busier and, becoming busier and busier, they also becom e more 
and more either abrupt with each other, or formal. But of 
course, again, there are aspects of human nature that can't 
readily be formalised. You get formalisation of sexual 
relationships basically through prostituion and that you will 
find that orgyastic behaviour will go along with it, so that
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tryrany and orgy ore necessarily tied up together. (This is a 
hormonal connection). But if a person is in a p o r t io n  of 
power and therefore, dangerous to other people, then other 
people will tread very warily around them and they will not 
get the feedback of information as to what is going on. It 
seems probable to me that when one looks at the psychology 
of somebody like Caligula. I saw the Claudias plays on 
television. I don't know whether you saw those?
Interviewer No, I didn't actually; I didn't have a television at that stage; 
I have got one now.
Mark They are very good and I had read the books.
Interviewer What was it: 'I Claudius', something like that?
Mark Yes, 'I Claudius' and 'Claudius the Cod' were the two book 
by Robert Graves and they were amalgamated in this 
dramatised thing.
Interviewer What were you talking about the Caligula?
Mark Well Caligula: when I talk about Caligula, my interest in the 
Romans and so-on is largely because I see them as a fairly  
straightforward exem plification of a power set-up and a 
technological set-up; they are very like the Americans, the 
Romans. They had this sort of emphasis on legality, discipline; 
the whole business of law was very, very intensely developed; 
British low is founded in Roman law now.
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Inferviewer WasnM that so under the Greeks though, in the sort of things 
like Plato's Republic?
Well, I think the Greeks.... the Greeks were different because 
they never actually... there was never really a Greek Empire, 
in the same way that there was a Roman Empire and I am 
much more ignorant about the Greeks; I don't know a great 
deal about the tyrannies and politics of Greece and I know a 
considerable amount more about the tyrannies and politics of 
Rome. So as I say, it doesn't really m atter, it seem s to me, 
what example one tends to take because the dynamics of the 
situation, the pressures that people put upon each other in 
situations are pretty well independent of technology or 
geography and the Romans just happen to be a pretty w ell- 
known example with some very well-known tyrants like Caligula 
and Tiberius and Nero. But each of these was a person who, 
very early in life , possibly from the very beginning, w ere first 
of all treated very oddly, because they were of wealthy  
fam ilies; their whole upbringing was quite anomolous -  they  
had nurse-maids and that kind of thing. So consequently, and, 
of course, the parent-child relationships were highly formalised  
because the parents were occupied with maintaining their social 
standing and the business of state and so-on (very much like 
the children who are the children of business executives who 
ore the.... or were, some years ago (and the whole pattern is 
still growing), were 'the depair of the police with regard to  
juvenile delinquency' - eighteen to twenty year-old children 
of quite high-powered wealthy executives behaving in a very 
odd way, stealing things, vandalism). The thing about it there
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is that the anomolies of child upbringing that are associated  
with having busy parents who don't have tim e for the child, 
so that the child doesn't actually get through the normal 
business, or what would be normal if it weren't socially  
disturbed - it doesn't actually have the chance to relate deeply 
to Its parents, because parents have to keep breaking off and 
saying 'You can't have that now. I am sorry, I have got to 
go and do something' or, 'You can see me so many hours a 
day'. All that kind of thing is very distant and usually people 
tend to try and compensate for it in our society, by giving 
the children presents -  if they can -  and where the child gets  
stentorian in its demand for the parents then you get the  
fairly standard problem of our society , and no doubt.... There 
are authoritarian aspect to this; children can, of course, be 
com pletely subjugated to the authoritarian mode and this was 
very much the Victorian attitude towards how to deal with 
children. But in comparatively noble fam ilies in, say Roman 
tim es, there would have been... all the people who actually  
dealt with an heir through the whole of his development, would 
have been very, very cautious about what they said, because, 
if they incurred the child’s displeasure, the child could actually  
do things very damaging to them and, to be in such a situation  
(to have power) is in fact, in a way, to be cut off from the 
truth, because everybody will deceive you; they will not tell 
you anything where your displeasure might be incurred (and 
they won't know, they will hove to guess it) and where revealing  
to them whatever it is... revealing to you whatever it is that 
might incur your displeasure might lead to some kind of
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r e t a l i a t i o n  against  them, or someth ing  of tha t  so r t .  Every thing  
will be concea led.
Interviewer Demotion in a job?
Demotion in a job, yes. I mean it seems to me that it is 
absolutely beautifully epitomised in the Speaker of the House, 
who used to have to be dragged to audience, you remember, 
because, of course, naturally, the things that you wont to tell 
the King are the bits where you don’t like the way things are 
going on and the King is not going to be very pleased about 
it. (and) This business about being cut o ff from feedback  
means that there is nothing actually to moderate the person’s 
ideas of their own limitations, particularly if the Emperor 
(looking back at Nero or Caligula) has some notion that he is 
good at something and nobody is going to tell him he’s not; 
and if they are not going to tell him he’s not, he is going to 
end up giving commands in relation to this, which will be
inept because he hasn't actually attuned his ideas to the 
realities.
There are the famous stories for example, about Hitler sending 
troops to the Russian Front in tropical gear and moving armies 
on the map that weren’t there, because nobody had dared tell 
him that they weren’t th^e. That kind of thing is actually a 
perfectly natural culmination of power structures. The whole 
business of society  as it stands in the technological age is 
that people attem pt to se ttle  problems by power. Even voting 
I S  settled by an arbitrary process and that process is ultim ately
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backed by simply by, arbitrary power and if seem s to me that 
this, of course, is why nothing ever gets better, because this 
I S  not the way to solve the problem. If it is seen ... If people 
see the solution to problems through power (whether it is 
personal power), that is, even possibly the child's ability to 
emotionally blackmail its mother (1 mean if the child knows 
that there is a particular noise that it can produce that will 
irritate her to on enormous extent to the point where she will 
concede) then the child is using power.... Now the point is: 
power actually destroys human relationship and it is the lack 
of human relationship that underlies the whole problem. So, 
when you say: 'Don't your answers have a pattern?' They do, 
because they all come out of that pattern. The idea is that 
basically power doesn't solve any problems. Basically, when 
people find them selves in problems they resort ot power to 
solve them. This won't work. Now you just repeat that over 
and over again, millions of times a day for thousand of years, 
and you get to where we are now. (Laughter).
Interviewer Catastrophe or chaos.
Mark Well, it depends what you see happening. Again, there are 
many things happening and it depends how you allow your 
attention to be directed. Naturally if you allow your attentions 
to be directed by the mass media, and since the mode of 
manipulation in this society  is largely to try and frighten  
people on the one hand, or stop them from being frightened  
on the other: one is called, 'making them get their finger:
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ou t ' ,  giving them  a sense of urgency and the o the r  is cal led 
boost ing m ora le .
It is a very big problem is boosting morale. You only need 
the morale because you say you have got this horrific problem 
that you hove got to face.
'You must do this or something terrible will happen to you',
this is the political mode of manipulation. Very few  parties 
actually campaign on their own policy, they campaign by 
asserting that if you follow the policy of other parties you 
will m eet catastrophe. So nearly all politics is a manipulation 
of fear. I mean, if it doesn't a ffect people they don't take 
any notice. It is when something a ffects them adversely that 
makes them initially afraid or indignant (because fear  
frequently takes the form of indignation and aggression) then 
they start demanding changes without knowing what to change. 
So, consequently.... Goebels was quite explicit about this. He 
said: people who think the function of propaganda is to inform  
people or to form opinions, are wrong. He said: the whole
function of propaganda is to get people into an emotional 
state where they demand some action and then point them in 
some direction. They are not in a thinking sta te . In this
state you can actually say something which is pretty arbitrary
that you want done and they'll do it if you can kid them, and 
he was quite explicit. He did actually write about the theory  
of propaganda but I haven't read his stuff. But I have read 
Jack Elule - wrote a number of books, one called 'The 
Technological Society' and another called 'The Political
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Illusion' and if is that one, 'Political Illusion'. He also wrote
a very good book coiled 'Propaganda'. Propaganda goes with 
power and it is of two types, as I say. Every leader has got 
to convince people (a) that he has got a policy they need to 
follow, that means giving them dire consequences if they don't, 
and secondly, he has got to give them confidence that if they 
follow him they will be all right - so that's the morale one.
So basically, if people proceed by manipulating with fear, w ell, 
the thing that pervades the world as a result, is fear; not 
surprising. To regard the behaviour of somebody who lives in 
a state of chronic fear as a norm for human behaviour (which 
is actually what people do) is just a mistake. The fact that 
this has been going on for a very long tim e, means that any 
evidence of behaviour which is not of this type has largely 
been wiped out because the fearful will kill anything they  
don't understand and they have done. But this is one of the 
difficulties of inductive inference, that you can't apply it In 
social affairs because social affairs are so strongly conditioned
thot  There is a socially imposed uniformity within a
culture (this may not be explicit -  there are all sorts of tacit  
asp>ects of cultural implements on interaction) but where a 
social process is at work which actually is contrary to the 
development of any particular aspect of behaviour and is 
basically coercively applied socially, then that behaviour will 
not be observed. But to regard it as being unobservable under 
all circum stances would be a mistake and yet, it seem s to me 
that most generalisations about human psychology fall into 
this trap. Anything that is valid human psychology has got.
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obviously, to be os applicable to the Eskimo and the Bushman
as it has to w ell, let's say, a director of I.C.l.
Interviewer O.K., thanks Mark for that. I am just going to turn the tope
over actually.
Interviewer I have got plenty of cigarettes there.
Mark Well I have put one there for the moment. Oh, I have got 
my w ife's lighter.
Interviewer That's nice.
Mark It's got a blue stripe. It's yours?
Interviewer No it's yours.
Mark That's right, I am sorry. I thought you said it was yours 
because a lot of people resort to the same thing, you see . 
We both have these.
Interviewer But your w ife's has got a blue stripe.
Mark A blue stripe on it, yes and my friend Garry has, and he has 
a red stripe on his.
Interviewer If you run out there ore some more cigarettes there.
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Mark Tab.
VIO LEN C E ON TELEVISION
— f '^9ht.  To turn now to a different topic, have you got any 
views about violence on television?
Mark Well, I wouldn't say I have views about it. I would soy, if 
you asked me about violence on television, there are things I 
will tell you how I feel about it. I don't have any view in 
the sense that it ought not to be allowed, or anything of that 
sort because I just don't actually function by holding that sort 
of view. You know.... It is a thing which does disturb me, 
because I have a young son who watches a lot of television.
And.... it does... It obviously a ffects  other parents in exactly  
the same way. I mean they may not be worried about it but 
they have children who watch it and, if they are not worried 
about it, it is because they have some particular belief that 
it doesn't have any e ffe c t , or any significant e ffe c t  and I 
don't feel that that's so. I think it definitely does have an 
e ffe c t  on people to watch violence.
I remember  When I look at the way my lad behaves, he
w atches.... he likes horror films and he likes horror films with 
lots of gore.
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In te rv iewer  But they are  usually on qu i te  la te  a t  night  though,  a r e n ' t  they '
Mark Oh yes, yes but we let him watch those. It is quite interesting: 
I watch films like that with him,... and I have watched film s.... 
they have a sort of - these horror films have an aura of 
unreality about them, a sort of aura of unreality (The Hammer 
ones in particular). They are changing, actually. There is a 
change coming about in this type of film , ever since 'The 
Exorcist", and the change is quite easy to see; you know, you 
can categorize what it is. Most of the horror films that one 
saw prior to 'The Exorcist' w ere..........
Interviewer That was about '73, wasn't it?
Mark Yes, that's right, yes. Most of those were set in a quite 
obviously sort of 'Gran-Gignoie' scenery -  totally unrealistic. 
I mean, Ruritania or, Transylvania, with lightning and 
thunderstorms all over the place and weird houses, and, terrible  
ham acting and very, very conventional sort of villi ans and 
heroes.
Interviewer Sounds like Frankenstein?
Mark Yes, that sort of thing, yes. Now these were the horror film s 
and that lasted up to the 'The Exorcist', and 'The Exorcist' 
made a different because here, most of the sort of 'background' 
to the whole film: the sets, the behaviour of people, was 
ordinary, commonplace.
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Inte rviewer It was fairly normal, actually. It was set in a normal setting  
somewhere in France, I think; I am not quite sure.
Mark •The Exorcist' was .... America.
Interviewer I did actually see 'The Exorcist'.
Mark I don't know about the book; the film was.
Interviewer It was centred round a nunnery, wasn't it?
Mark No, No, that's 'The Devils'. You are thinking of 'The Devils'. 
No, I put 'The Devils' actually in the earlier class.
Interviewer  ^ That's about '72.
Mark Yes, that's Ken Russell's thing. No, 'The exorcist' was about 
demonic possession of a iittle  girl -  a tw elve year-old girl, I 
think -  and the crucial thing was that it was different from
previous horror films because it   (and there are people who
say it wasn't a horror film , it was just a straightforward film  
about straightforward phenomena of demonic possession -  and 
I know people who say that, people who believe in that sort
  I "^ean I don't ...... I am not hypersceptical with
regard to poltergeist phenomena; as far as I am concerned  
they are phenomena, i don't hove any positive belief in earth- 
bound spirits or any of the occult things. I think, on the 
whole, that the conceptual structures of occultism  are pretty  
rag-baggy and very, very laced with superstition and....
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In te rv iewer What  grounds have you got  for  saying t h a t ?
Mark Well, I don't see any more critically in the way that people.... 
in fact, I see a good deal of gullability within people who ore 
concerned to interpret these things. I mean, there are people 
who do investigations of poltergeist phenomean and they try 
to report what they saw and they're O.K. You know, they 
are not. In fact they are frequently very, very careful to try 
to describe things in ways that don't assume one of these 
structured cosm ologies of astral plains or whatever. But people 
who do talk In terms of astral plains and spirits that possess 
people and that kind of thing, do seem to me, on the whole, 
to very very gullable. They don't actually look very critically  
at what they regard as evidence. They echo each other's 
stories in so far as it reinforces their belief. And I think that 
a very large number of the olledegedly evidential things are 
just social reverberations of people who wont to believe it. 
(and most of science is like that). ...
interview er So you wouldn't believe in good and bad spirits?
Mark Well, I mean, you know, it just isn't a question that arises 
for m e... You know, it isn't as though the question actually  
is meaningful to me, really; they are not categories in terms 
of which I think at all. So that um.... I mean, you hove to  
hold against this that I don't believe in a material world either  
(as it happens). I think it is a misinterpretation of sensory 
experience.
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In te rv iewer Sorry?
Mark
Interviper
I think that belief in a material world is a misinterpretation 
of sensory experience. That doesn't mean to say that I don't 
believe that there are demonstrable regularities within the 
experience. I just think that to explain these in m aterialist
terms is a  m istake........  But actually, I ought to get back to
this question of 'The Exorcist' because that's where I got in.
That's right -  yes. Sorry about that Mark.... (Break for 
telephone call).
Mark That's O.K. The thing Is that there has been a change in 
mode of the presentation of these horror films so that where 
you get round to films nowadays like 'The Shining', which Is 
a com paratively recent one, it is all done against a 
commonplace background and the e ffe c t , of course, is to  
remove the proscenium arch, as it were. People can watch 
a film of that sort and think, 'Well, it is rather similar to a 
newsreel'. Whereas in the earlier horror filsm they were so 
hammy that nobody could confuse them with actually, and it 
does seem  to me that this 'withdrawing o f  (this sort of peculiar 
vicarious e ffe c t  of television, of leaving people actually  
without any ability to tell the difference between what is 
veridical and what is actually stage-managed or fictional) is 
quite a serious thing throughout the society . And, I think the 
more directly violent things about crime, for exam ple, (where 
the whole thing is not a question of superstitious beliefs but 
just a film about cops and robbers) I think that kind of thing.
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or political assassination (these very popular them es).... I
mean society  will show all structures of its anxieties through 
its violent film s. There, I find an oddity. My lad is not 
interested in those, he just thinks they are a bit boring.
Interviewer Yes.
Mark And I can remember at his age a rather similar thing. I 
mean, he has set his preferred watching in this realm of 
fantasy, and it seem s therefore, because it is in a realm of 
fantasy, it has already got brackets round it that say, 'fantasy'. 
He has had nightmares about these things, but they don't 
actually demand any kind of human response because they are 
so obviously artificial. So that one can see somebody in such 
a film having their throat cut and there isn't any real feeling  
that somebody is having their throat cut. The feeling is 
actually: 'I am watching a film in which somebody is having 
their throat cut and I may let it titila te  me -  give me a thrill 
of fear, but it is nothing very significant'. When it com es on 
to things, film s like 'Scum' or 'The Sweeny', of something like 
that, then it does seem  to me that there is a social 
misrepresentation at work in the process, although there is 
also som e social reality. But if you actually look, for exam ple  
at The Sweeny' and you see how many tim e there are crimes 
involving fire-arms in it, and if you actually look to  see how 
many crimes there are involving fire-arms in the country, you 
find that there is an absolutely absuredly disproportionate 
emphasisin 'The Sweeny' on this kind of thing. And it seem s 
to m e... Practically every character who appears in 'The
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Sweeny', every personage, is the kind of person v/ith whom it 
would be utterly impossible to have any kind of ordinary 
conversation. Every character in 'The Sweeny' virtually, will 
be forcing for some point of view or other, trying to coerce; 
somebody with whom one could not relate as human being to 
human being and I do think that there are em ulative e ffec ts . 
It is tied up with the sort of machismo masculinity cults that 
are very, very common in schools (because most schools ore 
pretty rife with bullying), and the images are taken quite 
extensively from the moss media. On the sam e, it can be 
said that basically the other thing is happening: that the
producer with an air of social realism is going round to the  
schools or, noticing these phenomena and just portraying them  
in his drama. But the thing is, this is a cycle  in which the 
media representations tend to influence the modes of chosen 
behaviour and the media justify their picking up these modes 
and portraying them because they are there. Obviously it 
isn’t utterly sta tic  but it tends, it seems to m e, if people find 
them selves watching lots of these things, then it seem s to me 
likely, in young people, impressionable people, to give them a 
rather apprehensive approach to other people and apprehension 
is quite destructive to relationship.
If one is apprehensive in dealing with somebody e lse , then 
one's behaviour is a bit fragmented; there are awkward silences  
and there are uncomfortableness which lead to irritation and 
when people ore irritable, you know, relationships deteriorate. 
So I feel there ore probably quite significantly disruptive 
e ffec ts  of violence on television on watchers and I think it
3 7
c e r t a in ly  doesn’t do the w a tcher s '  psychology any good. It 
doesn ' t  do the i r  psyche any good if you wont  to put it t h a t  way.
But again, it is the kind of thing where I find there is no point 
in my attem pting to intrude on it, os for as my son is 
concerned. I find os he gets older, there ore many things that 
I would like to be able to tell him; I con see him making lots 
and lots of mistakes that presumably he will shed after some 
considerable amount of pain in human relationships, but I can't 
tell him about them (basically because my relationship to him 
is contaminated by his projections of authority to it) and, of 
course, because when I ^  become irritated by him, then I 
respond quite violently. When I soy 'violently', I mean I 
respond coercively. I say: 'You must do as I say', and to
soy: 'You must do os I say' is actually violence. That's it, it 
is basically not allowing a person to follow his own path. 
Obviously, if I am going to do this, I am going to have som e 
kind of relationisation. Either I am going to say: 'Well, you
must do as I say becasue the family income cuts out the
option that you are trying to push for', or 'You must do as I
say because we've got to get the washing-up done, or the 
dinner cooked', or 'You must do as I say because I say so .... 
because I don't like what you ore doing'. But these things... 
the rationalisations have no e ffec t on the person receiving  
them. It doesn't help. It doesn't help to know that when a
person is actually exercising authority over you, he is very
good at rationalising that authority; the fact is that he is 
exercising it.
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In te rv iewer  Would you regard  someth ing  like 'The Profess iona ls '  as a bi t  
f a r - f e t c h e d ?
Mark Well 1_ think most of the things that I see on television ore 
far-fetched for one reason or another (and I think this is 
largely because, obviously, people write the scripts and they 
are not particularly....) the people who write the scripts ore 
not distinguished basically for their genuine insight into human 
behaviour. One thing, for example, which would lead me to 
say that is: I don't think many of the people who w rite the
scripts are distinguishable by any evidence that they are 
particularly good at conducting their own personal 
relationships; they quite frequently have histories of great 
instability in their own lives.
Yes. I think actually that people are less aware, in general, 
os to how far-fetched virtually all fictional characters are, 
than is critically  present to them. They just aren't aware.
I mean, if you look at 'Hamlet', for exam ple, -  the play -  one 
might regard this as being a pretty deeply psychological play. 
But Ham let, as presented in the play, is only Shakespear's 
idea of Ham let. Of course, we could sit and discuss for hours, 
exactly  what Shakespear's idea of Hamlet was, because all 
we've got from it is the play. Well what we do know is that 
what w e've got is a sample (which is all we have got) that 
emanated somehow from Shakespear's idea of Ham let, but it 
doesn't mean to say that Shakespear actually knew Hamlet 
inside-out. And, I think that where people spend a lot of 
tim e analysing characters from fiction, or characters even  
^rom biography or
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autobiography to see whether.... If they think that that actually  
gives them insight into a real person then, it seem s to me, 
that it just palpably 'aint so’. Because, even if I write my 
autobiography, it is only my opinion of what I am. Or rather: 
if I write an autobiography (which I am almost certainly not 
the least bit disposed to do), all it would be is os much os I 
would offer of what I thought about m yself, very coloured by 
the way that I wanted other people to see me, certainly  
suppressing lots of things that I would feel it would not be 
politic to put in. I think everybody would do that. So 
consequently, I think that most of the portrayals of people 
that we have, either in fiction or non-fiction, are as inept as 
our own psychological insight.
And, certainly I don't, m yself, from a pretty wide ranging 
exercise of people at many many levels of society , and over 
several nations, and over quite considerable difference of their 
experience, I don't see very many people who don't appear 
to be carrying around quite considerably distorted models of 
what people are.
Interviewer Would you consider sports like boxing, karate and fencing, and 
the like, as fringe violence?
Mark Well, I don't know what you would mean by fringe violence. 
I mean I see them as part.... I think there are various 
reasons for which people engage in these things. One reason 
which is certainly not negligoble is that in our soc iety , if 
somebody con find something that is socially approved at which
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they can perform well, then they will tend to do it. So there 
are people who would take up something like, let us say, 
karate, because they found themselves reasonably good at 
physical things; and there are people who would take it up 
because they definitely have got some kind of violent quirk 
in their nature. It is well-known actually, amongst people 
who go to karate clubs. For example, I have talked to people 
who do, and they say there are definitely some real psycho­
cases at virtually every karate club, because there are people 
who ore preoccupied with physical violence. But there are 
people who go along os I soy, perhaps because they regard it 
as a gym nastic activity. In which case, of course, .... you 
can regard a county cricket match as ritualised battle. And 
of course, if you look at the emotions that are aroused over 
som e of these sporting things, you see that they are very, 
very closely related to the violence that is in people. But 
there are other people who go to karate clubs because they  
are actually frightened enough to feel they need som e method 
of physical self-defence. So the whole thing is part of a 
complexion of violence in society . Which I think ties up with 
what I was saying about power earlier on.
Interviewer How do you feel about violence in fam ilies? Do you think 
television has any e ffec t  or, is a contributory factor?
Mark I don’t Know. I think television often puts a bone of contention  
into fam ilies, and that obviously doesn’t .... It’s not 'newsreel' 
with regard to the number of things they have got to row 
about. The more things they hove got to row about, the more
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rows they can have. But I think the principal e ffec t of the 
television ... I mean, if you look at the news, you will see a 
lot of violence on the news, os well os the so-called  
entertainm ent programmes. I think violence os entertainment 
is a very extraordinary thing. It seems to me it shows sources 
of anxiety very clearly in the populace. But I think.... I think 
most households would probably be better off without a 
television set at all (but not that I would in any way attem pt 
to encourage any social policy directed to that end) because 
I don't think anything brought about by policy (basically again, 
by power ploy) is e ffec tiv e . But certainly my lad has been 
very, very addicted to television at certain tim es and he is 
gradually growing out of it.
Interviewer - I must admit I never watched television as a child, or as a 
teenager because we never had a television, and yet my mother 
was a very aggressive and violent woman.
Mark Oh yes. Certainly the roots of violence in society  go back a 
very long way. It is only their expression that changes with 
technology. But there were never mass media. Mass media 
can produce social e ffec ts , it seem s to me, that are 
unprecedented, just simply because they can pump the sam e 
m essage down the lines to large numbers of people at the 
same tim e -  and that is something that have never been done 
before. But no, I don't think the mass media are a root cause 
of violence in the society , or are a root disposition to it. I 
think the predisposition to it is cultural, and cultural
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from way-back. You know, I would say probably w ell, some 
time clearly before Ur of the Chaldees.
Interviewer Oh yes, yes. . . .  I must admit in my case, I have acquired 
a television fairly recently and I enjoy watching it very much.
Mark It depends on what you watch.
Interviewer Yes, I am pretty selective: documentaries or film s.
Mark Yes: 'The World About Us' -  quite good very often; natural 
history programmes are very good . . . .
Interviewer Yes, 'Tomorrow's World' I don't . . . .
Mark Well, even there: we sow a very good natural history
programme, a very good filming at 7.25 last Sunday, was done 
by the Oxford Scientific photography people -  they are very, 
very good -  and it was on plants and pollination procedures 
and the interaction of plants and insects, largely -  they called  
it 'The Sex Life of Flowers', or something of that sort. The 
filming was absolutely marvellous, but the commentary was 
absolutely banal and crude.
Interviewer It very often is, actually; I have found that. The photography 
can be excellent, but the commentary is often very weak.
Mark I found that with that very, very good series 'Life on Earth', 
that Attenborough did. I thought again, that the filming was
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absolutely marvellous but th e  commentary, (although he was 
a nice guy), the commentary was most incredibly stereotyped  
to a very crude interpretation of what I think is a very narrow 
view of Biology: Darwinian view of Biology.
Interviewer It is almost going out isn’t it now, Darwin?
Mark Well, there is a certain amount of questioning of it coming
up because there are all sorts of uneasinesses about it: people 
ore finding (in various areas of Biology, Taxonomy, Polientology  
and so on) people ore actually becoming much more critical. 
But I have a single theme that runs through all my thinking, 
which is largely that it is the culture which doesn't understand 
processes of communcation, either between animals, or
amongst its own number and that basically, the whole of 
Biology, (indeed the whole” of Physics) has been developed  
without . . .  in a kind of 'total innocence' of communicational 
and evolutionary processes, and Biology has got evolution sort 
of 'stuck in' in a very crude fashion as 'the survival of the
fittest' doctrine (although it is a bit more rarified in chem ical
evolution). But interestingly enough the actual roots of Physics
are virtually dogmatically opposed to the ex istence of
evolutionary process. I think that science is in a great 
excursion of confusion, and were it not that obviously at a 
tim e when the science of a society  is in confusion then the 
whole thought process of society is bound to be in confusion  
too (because basically, its structures of authority for belief, 
if they don't derive from some dogma, derive from a 
methodology). I happen to think that there are logical errors
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in the methodology of science; that these can sustain quite 
massive self-fu lfilling prophecies and false perspectives for a 
very long time; and I think this has been happening and .... 
Well, one can't make very much projection because of the 
general degree of confusion in the world at present and one 
doesn't know whether any kind of 'keteris paralips' (all other 
things remaining equal) causes can hold . . . but I would soy 
you know, if there is any trace of continuity (cultural 
continuity) through the next thirty or forty years, then I would 
have thought that there is going to be a really massive crisis 
in science, largely because it is dogmatism and uncriticality  
under the banner of criticolity . The face that you paint the 
banner that way doesn't really matter if you aren't actually  
being critical. I think there is very, very little  critical thought 
among scientists.
Interviewer Yes, yes.
Mark They may be very critical at a level which is internal to som e 
subject which has becom e ossified, or its conceptual structure 
has becom e set at a level which is not in dispute at the tim e. 
Then, there can be a great deal of ingenuity for sorting out 
critically between, say, rival hypotheses. But if one says: 
Well now, how many scientists have actually thought to any 
extent critically  about the hypothetico-deductive process? then 
one finds that they don't. One finds that there are a few  
books like Meadower's book and Popper's books which lost of 
scientists hove read. These are not very sophisticated books.
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In te rv iewer  You ore  ta lk ing about  Karl Popper?
Mark Yes.
The scientists read them. They find that what they find there 
gells very nicely with basically, with a faulty methodology 
they hove already adopted and they are reinforced in their 
attitudes by confirmation. Whereas, Popper's whole point is 
that disconfirmation is what matters and an ascertion must 
be disconfirmable to be scientific . But the whole point abnout 
disconfirmation is that it seem s to be judged in relation to 
some kind of a logic or other; you must have a logic of
V
disconfirmation according to scien tific  methodology, and 
scientists don't ask whether their logis is wrong. I happen to  
think that . . . .  Well, it seems to be pretty well established  
in communcation theoretic work at present, that there are 
grotesque errors in Bullion logic which, for must people, 
including a recent author called Goedel Esha Bach (who is a 
man called Richard H opstetter who is now the m athem atical 
puzzles and diversions editor of 'Scientific American, and he 
has been chosen for that because he is regarded as eminent 
in this realm of machine intelligence and the like. He is 
com pletely unaware of work that has been going on in 
communcation theory that virtually abolishes the logic by which 
he customarily proceeds. Most scientists are com pletely  
unaware of this and, the thing that keeps them going is actually  
technology, not science. It is nothing to do with knowledge. 
It is to do with whether you con produce
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something you can sell, and, of course, the constraints on that 
have nothing to do with logic.
BALLOONS - SOLAR ENERGY
Interviewer To change the subject M ark .
The other week a fellow  crossed the Channel using a balloon 
and solar energy. I think he did it in two-plus hours. Do 
you foresee ballooning os a form of travel in the future?
Mark  I don’t see it os a very important question. Again, it all
depends on what you think the future is. It could well be 
that certain types of journeys (certain types of freight even), 
con be managed by balloons, but I don't see  there is anything 
very revolutionary in that. It doesn't really m atter very much. 
It seem s to me -  as I said earlier -  you know, the problems 
of human society  seem  to be pretty independent of Geography 
and Technology and I don't think that any technical devices  
will actually contribute to solving those problems. I think 
this is the fallacy of the industrial age. Is that basically you
can somehow do something to .......  (It is very d ifficult to find
the phrase here...), reduce the problems of human existence  
-  whatever it may be -  by technical means. (Economic growth). 
If we have econom ic growth then everybody will have every  
thing they need and there won't be any more shortages for 
people to fight about. Roughly then, that was, after all, what
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Koines was talking about when he introduced the term
’econom ic growth’ that became a catch-phrase. But it is like 
so many things. The radio has made a great deal of d ifference  
to society , but, whereas looking at it before it got to where it 
is -  looking at it before it became institutionalised at all, one 
might hove thought that this could be a pretty constructive 
thing. I would hove thought that if you had approached anybody 
like say, the Victorian utilitarians, people like John Stuart- 
Mill and Jeremy Bentham and mentioned to them the
possibilities or radio, they would hove immediately seen i t .  . .  
I don’t suppose they would actually have seen it in any terms 
other than educational terms, because their view was that one 
would alleviate the problems of society by educating people. 
You could see the O.U., as a rather similar venture. But 
that’s not the way that radio turned out to be used. And it 
is conceivable that something like balloons could com e along 
as a new technological fix for some minor problem. But it 
wouldn't make much d ifference. So I wouldn't be surprised 
what happened. But I wouldn't care much what happened in 
that way.
Interviewer Solar energy has been used up here, for solar heating.
Mark Oh yes. I take it that this would be a hot air balloon and
the heating of the air, instead of being done by carrying fuel, 
would be done by solar energy and that seem s fairly  
straightforward and an easy thing to arrange. Yeh. I mean, 
the question of what the balloon is made of seem s to m atter
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and . . . .  It depends. It could turn out to be another diversion 
just os hot air balloons ore now. But a solar-powered hot air 
balloon has got only slightly different potential from an 
ordinary hot air balloon. There ore developments which seem  
to be much more interesting, like putting up these (basically 
just very, very simple plastic bags which self inflate under 
solar influence and then rise in the air) and you can put these  
up over the deserts and make shade in the desert to grow 
things in. That has obviously got a tremendous potential for 
changing the physical nature and productivity of the earth's 
surface. But, so I would have thought radio probably had 
tremendous potential for educating people. It wasn't used 
that way. I don't see any reason to suppose that things will 
change much.
Interviewer No, no.
O.K., right.
DEVELOPMENT OF THE THIRD WORLD
Interviewer Have you got any views Mark, on development of the Third
World, politically and econom ically?
Mark Well, this was a thing that interested me a tremendous amount
at one tim e, because it is all intricately bound up with the 
whole ecological problem with which I was very deeply 
concrned from about 1954, through to, in a way, the present
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tim e. The way I saw the problem changed fairly radically 
round about 1976, and the things that previously I had been 
able, along with lots of other people, to believe were the
things to do to solve certain types of problem, I then sow 
were not in fact prone to solve the problems at all, but to 
perpetuate them. And, I see the problems os being perpetuated  
because people respond os I used to respond. So I therefore, 
have a com pletely different view now, about the Third World. 
I would soy that um ...... first of all I have much less of the
technocrat in me than I used to have. I used to think that
it was a question, again basically, of better informed
technology and better applied technology to a llev iate the
problems of The Third World and that would go along with 
economic development in the Third World and w hat-not. But 
I don't think that is actually the nature of the thing. I think 
that most of the things that had been done as a result of 
that, have largely turned out to be catastrophic in their 
influence. But the econom ic process which is basically (if you 
look at most of the nations in Africa and Asia up to the 
Second World War period) you see nobody was talking in terms 
of econom ic developm ent, or industrial development and the 
Third World didn't ex ist, it just wasn't there. Gradually a 
degree of sloganising arose around it and various views as 
embodied, for exam ple, in The World Bank and things like 
World Health Organisation and World Food Organisation, all 
these things were drawn in (because of the so-called revolution 
of rising expectations) but on the whole, it seem s to me that 
most of the changes that have gone on hove been pretty  
catastrophic. Through the era in which these doctrines were
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nominally being pursued (that is, basically from the tim e of 
about The Bretton Woods Conference, to the energy shocks of 
late *73), during that period nothing very much happened to 
show any great improvement in conditions in any Third World 
country. I mean they became more urbanised, but they also 
became more poverty-stricken. On the whole, these things 
ore mistaken because the problem doesn’t actually lie there. 
I think the problem does lie in human relationships and human 
psychology and these are quack remedies.
Now obviously, if you hove a social system  that reinstitutes 
a problem because of its indoctrination processes: largely its 
modes of educating its young, of forming language and 
conditioning people to use that language; if a person's language 
is conditioned, what he can talk about, what he can think of 
is conditioned. People actually believe that their perception  
is somehow there, and you just learn to talk about it, but 
actually what people perceive is conditioned by how they learn 
to talk. It seem s to me the problems are deep and at this 
level, there is a great degree of anxiety in virtually every  
society  that isn't cut o ff and se lf sufficient in som e way (and 
you know, there are very few  societies which are now cut off 
and se lf sufficient). But there is very great anxiety in all 
these countries - I think as a result of these fundamental 
human questions, and the source of the anxiety is not seen in 
those terms, it is seen in its overt terms: having more of this 
or more of that, or changing the econom ic circum stances.............
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In te rv iewer  Changing  the  way people  f a r m ,  for  exam ple ,  in India?
Mark Yes that's right. Yeh! I mean, it is quite different to go 
and just dig a tube-well for a village, that is one thing, but 
to have a programme o f.... some massive investm ent 
programme that is supposed to bring benefits to the people 
you know, generally it doesn't and that is that.
Interviewer And also, I suppose, one needs too change the attitudes of 
politicians in the relevant governments?
Mark You can't do that. I don't think that's 'doable', and this is how 
1 think people go on from age to age with no improvement. It 
is this... Basically you have...
Interviewer Is is the error breeding error thing all over again?
Mark Yes, yes -  I think so. But the fact that there is this deep 
source of unease in society  means people are uneasy; they are 
looking for solutions to something or other which they think 
is the problem. Now my supposition is that most people are 
wrong about what the problem is. So consequently, because  
there is great demand for solutions, there will be a huge 
offering of quack remedies, you see, and I think econom ic  
growth and technology are amongst these. Now it is very 
important to modify what I say there. I don't mean that if 
you were im m ediately to cut out all your technology or your 
econom ic growth, the problems would go away. What I mean 
is: in the event that the problem were attacked .... Attacked
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is not the word... If people actually did become emancipated 
from the false directives that they give them selves socially, 
then I think that some of the phenomena that one sees as 
technology and economic growth would actually occur, but 
they would be a different set of phenomena form the ones 
which you get if you just promote technology and econom ic  
growth. And there will be a wrong set; there will be a set 
that won't actually work. So on the whole I think that the 
present mode of emphasis are all totally misdirected. So 
consequently, you see , I don't feel fired with enthusiasm about 
this programme or that -  because I see them principally as 
fu tile , because they miss the point. There's a thing up there, 
look, it says: 'On solving the wrong problem ....'. So os long 
as people keep doing that, they will not even see what the 
right problem is. If you don't know what the problem is, 
there's no way you can do anything about it.
Interviewer O.K. Mark, I think I will turn over the tape now.
Mark I discovered a long tim e ago that a tim etable is one of the 
most dementing things in the world, so on the whole, I try 
not to get tied up with a diary like that. Flexibility is the key.
Interviewer Well of course, doing research, I have got to have som e sort 
of diary.
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Mark
Mark
T h a f ’s r ight.  Tha t ' s  r ight . Yeh!
Interviewer But it is quite packed actually (leaving a few hours for 
flexib ility, people not sort of arriving on tim e, which might 
not be their fault), but I usually try to get os much done in .... 
I think B i l l  usually gives me about a month (I don't think 
he estim ates things like that) but I usually get things done 
fairly quickly and then simmer on them a week before I have 
got to see him. I think that's about the best way to do it.
That sounds pretty good, yes. I mean, if you have got a 
tim etable and you are not finding it anxiety-provoking, well 
then that's O.K., it depends on how free you are to change 
it. My w ife took a job a little  while ago teaching a class of 
special kids (it's a unit called C & G -  a lad from here went 
to the City and Guilds Institute.... Anyway, she has been 
doing voluntary work with the school, just going up and helping 
and she was invited to take this job and I said: 'Don't. We
don't need the money and you will get a tim etable and then 
you'll find that you can't do anything that you want to do'. 
She went ahead and did it and she got more into that than 
even I had feared. But she couldn't get out and it cam e to  
the end of the first year and I said: 'Well, what are you going 
to do?' and she said, 'I am going to resign'. And, she let 
herself be talked into another year.
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In te rv iewer  Oh no, really!
Mark Yes, because they said this will change, that will change and 
the other will change; and we will do this and we'll do that 
and we'll do the other and um... so she fe lt  'Oh that won't 
be too bad working under those conditions', so she signed on 
again and only a fortnight later they changed everything back 
and said: 'Exactly like last year... even the same class of 
kids'; so. that all the preparation work that she had done was 
no good (so she couldn't use it again you see). So she had to  
do the whole bloody lot again. It came the end of that second  
year and she resigned that tim e.
But during that tim e, we had trouble with the cor (and she 
drives and I don't) and she couldn't get off school to get the 
car to the garage.... Oh, the number of things that were 
screwed up by this tim etable was incredible.
Interviewer I don't really like having a tim etable as such, but it is important 
if you are doing interviews; you have got to have som e 
schedule.
Mark Oh, if you are making appointments you have got to do that; 
you have got to make jointly constructed expectations.
Interviewer Yes. But I have actually, up to now, only booked in one 
person a day (given them practically all day -  the morning to  
com e in to hove on easy li^h - and then see them in the 
afternoon, which I think is quite nice); I have found if I try
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and see two people in a day, something usually goes wrong. 
But 1 have on one occasion got two people, because he said: 
'I would like to do it in two sessions'. So I can't really object 
to that because he wants to do it, but he can't do it any 
other way. I wouldn't think that's ideal but you can't really 
argue.
Mark No. It is quite interesting to see whether you think, when you 
look at the results, that there is any difference conduced by 
that.
Interviewer Yes. I think the only 1 don't like missing is my guitar lesson 
on a Tuesday evening.
Mark Really! Are you doing Spanish guitar?
interviewer Well yes, it is classical guitar actually.
Mark Are you going to a Spanish guitar centre?
Interviewer Well, I am going to Goldsmith's in London, for classical guitar 
lessons.
Mark Oh really; I don't know anything about them. There is a place 
called The Spanish Guitar Centre, which was set up by a fellow  
called Len Williams, whose son is John Williams (Elizabeth  
went to that -  they had beginners' classes and things); ....
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Inte rviewer W here 's  t h a t ?
Mark Well it used to be very near Leicester Square station.
Interviewer Really!
Mark But I don't know whether it is still there, because Len Williams 
retired from it. He went to rear Sooty Wooly monkeys because 
he is very keen on monkeys, and he had made enough money 
then to be able to get his own menagerie. That's what he 
turned to: turned away from the guitar to monkeys. But John 
Williams, of course, was his son and, by the tim e he was 
eleven, he was obsolutely incredible.
Interviewer Well, I have only started playing since January. But the fellow  
is much more classical than any other (like than folk guitar 
-  you can't strum, you've got to pick all the tim e).
Mark That's right; you are learning finger sty le  and that is the best 
sty le to learn, actually.
Interviewer But I, in actual fact, do strum odd things on my own, because 
it gets a bit boring otherwise.
Mark Well you can make those improvisions yourself, but to learn 
the purist skill is a good idea because otherwise, you may 
acquire bad habits that actually cut you off from that skill 
(that's a common defixity).
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Interviewer Yes, and in actual fact I sort of took up the guitar after my 
family troubles and I found it a great form of relaxation. In 
actual fact, at the beginning of this year, I was writing up 
my literature review and other first bits of the chapters this 
research and the tutor could actually tell how tense I was (or 
rather, how relaxed I was) by the way I held the strings and 
in some cases I couldn’t form chords. And he would say: 
'What's happened to you, have you been writing all day or 
something?' . . . .  So I really love it actually, so I am quite 
anxious not to arrange interviews in the morning or the 
afternoon because I think I would be too tired for the evening. 
But I mean, if people could only see me on a Tuesday, then 
obviously I have just got to miss a lesson.
Mark Yes.
HUNGER STRIKERS
Interviewer A n y w a y .................................Right.
I was going to ask you what your view was (or is, rather) on 
the hunger strikers currently on hunger strike in the Maze 
Prison in Belfast, whether you fell that these people should 
be given political status or not?
Mark Again I don't . . .  I don't have that kind of view . . . . 
Obviously there is a great sorrow about the whole m atter, 
which I don't shrug away. I think the whole situation in
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Northern Ireland is horrific and I don't like the thought of 
the degrees of suffering that are entailed in that sort of thing. 
The whole business again, is one of these political loggerhead 
situations. One can see that one has a fearful Catholic 
minority in the North, surrounded by the Protestant majority, 
and the friction that that boundary has produced: an immense 
legacy of fear and hatred, mistrust and misrepresentation and, 
one sees that that Protestant majority is actually cowed by 
the prospect of the Catholic majority to the South of them; 
so that in the event that there was a withdrawal of mainland 
support to the Protestants, they would then be a 'minority'. 
So you have a sort of 'four-deep nesting'. You have the 
Catholic minority in the North, then you have the Protestants 
who are a relative majority in the North, but a relative  
minority, if you integrate Ireland and they you have Britain, 
largely seen by the Protestants at least, as a moderating, 
prospectively, protective influence against them being, you 
know, becoming strictly  subject to that Catholic majority in 
the South. And one can see that on both sides there is a 
very intense fear, and an intense desperation because as these  
attritional things go on, there is, there are various things 
happening, there is a tremendous econom ic drain, there is a 
tremendous bruden of anxiety on the population, there is 
continual exacerbation of all those facets  of interaction that 
lead people to desperation eh, and there is, there is the 
extremism on, well, as far as one can te ll, on at least three 
sides. If you see the army as basically involved in terrorisation  
and, after all, we attem pt to enforce discipline by the iron 
hand of terrorisation, em, and, you know, the fact that there
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is various terror abroad, as it were, anywhere in the world is 
just something which is a matter of deep sorrow. On the 
other hand, what the precise details of the, urn, of the siutation 
of terror are, one con never find out, I don't think anybody 
can be sufficiently well informed of these matters to know 
much about it, because all persons concerned are making fa lse  
claims, and urn, making false denials all the tim e, so that 
most of the things that actually conduce to confusion and 
terror are the, um, emanate from the degrees of mis­
information that are around. Obviously, one um, when there 
I S  this type of social confusion, then people all will tend to 
be more concerned when people with whom they feel a degree 
of sympathy are suffering, than when they feel that people 
with whom they are out of sympathy are suffering. They tend 
to say 'well serve them right', and when it's somebody with 
whom they have sympathy they say, 'Look what appalling 
behaviour is being demonstrated by the people inflicting this', 
and that is a sym étrie situation. Um .... I, you know, I would 
like to see this suffering go away, but I haven't the slightest 
idea how the political status would bear on it though. You 
know the tim e when, for example, was during the Shah's rule 
in Persia there was collosal barrage of criticism  from Western 
Countries about the fascist nature of the regime and the 
injustice and um, oppression of the Shah's regime, and there  
were groups, terrorist groups working to oust the Shah, look 
what happened when they did! I mean who can tell t'other 
from which, um.. I've no idea.
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In te rv iewer  I m ean ,  these  men a re  most ly  te r ro r i s ts  a r e n ' t  they  in f a c t .
Mark Well, they are because they are figure heads um .... They have 
becom e.... The tactics adopted by the I R A... They've got
all these people  Terrorist is the British name for them.
If you happened to be of similar persuasion yourself, you would 
simply regard them as heroes, or partisans, or Nationalists, or 
Republicans, or you know.... The number of words people use 
in any complex situation can be designated by a whole set of 
'hooray' words or a whole set of 'boo' words. And this business 
of just 'hooray' and 'boo' seem s to constitute politics. It 
doesn't seem  to me to be very fruitful. They are the reasons 
that the hunger strikers are terrorists is because the whole 
point is to hold hunger strikers in prison, and the people in 
prison are the people who have been put in prison.
Interviewer Yes.
Mark They have heriSc status with regard to their following, because  
they have been put in prison os martyrs to the cause. I 
suppose the one thing they ore trying to ... obviously political 
status would seem  to be very important to the IRA because 
they could no longer be designated then as terrorists or 
criminals, um.. and I think that would have som e e ffe c t  on 
the jargon in which the m atter is discussed. What e ffe c t  any 
change like that would have on the um, the power and dynamics 
of the situation, I don't know, but I do feel whatever changes 
occur by the methods of power play they will never solve the 
problems of sorrow which is the only problem there is to solve.
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In te rv iewer  How would you set  about  solving the problem of sorrow then.
M a r k You can't start on other you have to start on yourself.
Interviewer Yes, Well...
Mark It's a question of um... It's a question of looking at it very 
carefully, looking at yourself very carefully.
Interviewer Introspectively, Um..
Mark And Um ....
Interviewer Something to do with being at peace with yourself.
Mark Oh, very much so, yes. It's very difficult because one feels,, 
that one is made very strongly aware all the tim e about the 
amount of misery in the world.
Interviewer Um...
Mark And um one feels one would like to see it diminish and
eventually disappear  And the fact is, it seem s to rne
this is not going to be done by trying to persuade anybody of 
anything, it can be done only as people become aware that 
the m atters that are habitually followed are the m atters that 
actually re-institute the regime of misery. Um.. I don't think 
that people... That people are very, very prone to respond to 
the global sort of treatm ent. You see they are agitated .
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There is a huge amount of palaver/ talked about this, and 
they are looking for quick solutions.
Interviewer Yes.
Mark So if something is turned up, which together with its know.......
if it's e ffec tiv e ly  biased and supported by a neat rationalisation  
propaganda programme, or if it is more significantly still 
actually, if it mobilises anger and indignation, then you can 
get following for that particular programme or a reform  
measure and um.. Most people see this, I think, as a., as 
they way to change circum stances so they become busilly 
involved in trying to further some programme, or the power 
situation of some party or other, and they tend to think that 
this is um... this they would regard, I think personally, as 
altruism. They would say this was unselfish activ ity  and, in 
fact, they can become com pletely preoccupied by this and at 
least it makes them feel busy, and busy in a righteous cause, 
but it seem s to me that busyness in a righteous cause is a bit 
of a foolish thing to want to feel if, actually, the type of 
activ ity  that flows from it doesn't solve the problem, and I. 
just don't think it does you see. I think that the conflict 
arises from the expectation of conflict. That peace arises 
from the expectation of peace. And it's very difficult in a 
world where one is continually shown the overwhelming 
evidence of conflict, to give any credence to the notion of 
peace.
4Ü4
Interviewer So if you expect peace you get pence, and if you expect
conflict you get conflict.
Mark Y es, because it colours your whole approach to everything,
it's the ultim ate context, and I think that people... where 
people are looking for opinions, looking for suggestions; they  
will just get more of the sam e, dressed up differently, varying 
slight, according to the way that the institutation forms have 
varied. But um.. basically they're resp>onding to fears in 
these Ives and they're not actually examining what the nature 
of their own fear is. I think that if people do begin to 
examine the nature of their own fears they can find that they  
can emerge from it. When they emerge from it, their behaviour 
is different and it doesn't actually produce world shattering
e ffec ts  but it does produce  Well, I could show you this on
paper, but I can't talk it to the tape. It's a question of , 
basically, the degree of ambiguity with which people confront 
the world. Where the world appears multiplally ambiguous 
people tend to be very frightened. Or, either very frightened  
or extraordinarily sort o f., mum... fanatical, you know, there
are some people... Gordon Liddy the um W atergate would
be a very good exam ple. Somebody who appears to m anifest 
very little  fear, he does things, serviced prison sentences. 
He'll take somebody on in a fight without apparently being 
afraid, hold his hand in the flam e of a candle for ten minutes, 
that kind of thing. It's really an amazing thing that at the 
root of all his behaviour is, basically, a sort of fear of w itches, 
a fear of subversion and his behaviour for all of its ostensible 
bravery is um.... governed by fear. There is an intense
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difference between bravery and fearlessness. A brave person 
is somebody who can confront the frightful. A fearless person 
is a person for whom there just isn't anything frightful. These 
are quite d ifferent. You don't have to be brave to be fearless.
Interviewer Oh I see, yes. Yes. In actual fact, getting to the root cause 
of one's own fear can be quite a painful process, can't it?
Mark That's right, and while people run away from that pain, the 
sorrow remains in the world.
Interviewer Y es.... It's easier to sort of, um, go in the opposite direction  
and hope that the fear will go away.
Mark That's right, and that hope um, that hope is one that is being 
cherished by innumerable people who will all find out, as far 
as I can see, that it is not so.
Interviewer Would you say that the hunger strikers then, are brave, or 
fearless?
Mark Oh brave. D efin itely 1 would say that they are brave. I think 
if they were fearless they wouldn't be in terrorist occupations 
or, you know, military occupations, basically I said m ilitary  
there because well, that is as presumptive actually of a 
republican point of view, as to call them terrorists is 
presumptive of um.. of the British govwernment point of view, 
so really I would say violent activ ités, violent activ ities
406
obviously don't further anything. They're just a kind of 
displacement activity as far as I can see.
HOBBIES
Interviewer Right, to change the topic com pletely, have you got any 
hobbies Mark, or pastim es, activ ités that really turn you on 
that take you away from the com m ittm ents at the Open 
University.
Mark I've never actually had a hobby that could take me over. At 
present. I'm not really persuing any hobbies, although I'm 
beginning to prepare m yself to return to an earlier one. You 
know if a hobby is some kind of leisure tim e activ ity  which
is self contained  From tim e to tim e I've played a lot
of cricket, at one tim e. I wouldn't call it a hobby, I just 
played cricket for tw enty, twenty one years, two days a week, 
but I wouldn't call that a hobby. The only thing I've ever 
done as a kind of hobby -  I've always read a lot, but I wouldn't 
call reading a hobby, just regarding that as um.. part of just 
daily life. So, the only thing I sort of plummet into by way 
of acquiring a quick... spending a lot of tim e on it, is taking 
photographs of fungi. I started off (I should say really the 
hobby is taxonomy of fungi) not because I ever expect to  
originate anything in taxonomy, just because it really is a 
com pletely pointless activ ity , except that I can identify large 
numbers of fungi and I enjoy doing that. I liked the walks
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and the other people who did it, and I started taking 
photographs of fungi initially for purposes of identification and 
then I thought I would... I found during the tim e that I was 
trying to identify fungi that there weren’t very many good 
illustrated books available, so I thought at one stage that I 
would just go on taking my photographs and one day, if I had 
enough, I would put them into a book. I did this for over a 
period of about thirteen years. I used to spend my autumns, 
six weeks in the autumn is the whole season, so it can't take 
you over for the rest of the year.
Interviewer No. Uh huh.
Mark I used to spend my tim e going to different parts of the country 
for the holiday, because I worked in University towns, and my 
wife w as.... She was teaching in a school. We used to take 
our holiday in September. That's right! Though how she could 
do that, I really can't remember.
Interviewer Presumably, she started back at school the first or second  
week in September.
Mark No, I know how it happened. I know how it happened. We 
started doing this in 1961.
Interviewer Yes.
Mark By 1966 she had our son. We had a child and she stopped 
work, and so consequently up to the tim e he was about five
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we used to continue this business. We could do it because 
she had September's free. I had September's free, and he 
was sufficiently  young, not to have intensions of his own for 
the holiday. As soon as he became about five, he wanted to 
spend his days on the seaside and so on, and so we had to
break it up. She used to take him to the seaside, I went off
and did the photography by m yself. But we've always spent 
a lot of tim e together doing it, so there's always been a 
degree of companionship and common interest which wasn't 
vital, but nor was the photography vital. Nothing about it 
was vital. It was just all pieced together. Well, that's about 
all. You know, other than that I um, just attended to my
work and to current affairs; which I used to spend a lot of
tim e doing. I used to um .... At one stage I was very strongly 
in with a number of econom ists, and used to spend tim e talking 
to them about econom ics, but you know that was all part of 
the work. Well, that was one of the reasons why I used to  
read a lot of current affairs.
Interviewer But one can't stockpile fungi in actual fact can you.
Mark You can't preserve them, that's why I photographed them . If 
they had been preservable. I've no doubt I would have got into 
pinning them or whatever you would have done.
Interviewer Yes.
Mark But they're not um... they're soft tissue things and they, mos! 
of them rot, unstopably within two or three days. I know
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that nowdciys you can actually get a freeze drier and freeze
dry them and they will preserve their appearance for quite a
long tim e. They are slightly modified, they wrinkle a bit, but
they're pretty good. But I'm just not really interested in 
doing that.
Interviewer No. But can you actually identify fungi from photographs?
Mark If they've got very marked and they've photogenic distinctive  
characters, yes, but lots of fungi um... Lots of the subtlety  
in fungal taxonomy is distinguishing between closely similar 
species and that may com e down to something like the details 
of the spores.
Interviewer Yes.
Mark So if it won't go in a photograph, you can't. So you could 
have, I should think you would be able to find five or six 
fungi all of which were photographically indistinguishable um.. 
whereas quite obviously you can find several hundreds, or quite 
possibly thousands, of species which are fully d istinctive and 
if you had a photo of them you would know what it was. But 
It's not, you know, it just depends. Some are distinguishable 
by smell and some by colour - change when you break them  
open.
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Interviewer What  you mean  they go red, blue or orange or  someth ing?
Mark All those colours. You name it they’ll do it. One or another 
will do it. They are extrem ely interesting bunch of orgnisms. 
But again you know, I haven’t got any really deep interest in 
them, its just that they are very nice, you find lots of them  
if you go for walks through woodland, woodlands in particular 
in the autumn. I started it simply because I used to teach  
Ecology on Wimbledon Common. When we got the students 
that weren't where they could use the equipment, the staff 
had to be around in case the students had d ifficu lties, but 
they very seldom did, once they had learned how to go about 
it, and so I just used to wander around Wimbledon Common 
looking at the fungi. Anc^..................
Interviewer What really turned you on?
Mark They are remarkable things to find. You walk along and you 
com e to a bunch of them, they are quite spectacular. You 
walk a few  yards more and you find something that looks 
another very extraordinary thing, different colouration, 
different mode of appearance and they are quite fascinating.
Interviewer Can you actually identify them by eye.
Mark I can identify probably something of the order of about half 
of the British species.
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In te rv iewer  Which is wha t ,  a couple of hundred?
M a r k Oh no, it probably runs.... probably about three thousand 
species. Half would be about fifteen  hundred. There are 
probably about three thousand British species of fungi that 
are of sufficient size to be examined with the hand. When 
you get all of the microscopic ones there are vastly more, 
but I've never taken much interest in the m icroscopic ones, 
simply because you don't stumble over them on moonlight 
walks. Sometimes you pick up a piece of wood, and you look 
at, and you find that there is an exam ple. Well look, here is 
an example of one microscopic fungus that I can certainly  
identify because it makes black spots on sycam ore leaves -  the 
fruit body itself is very small and its in the m icroscopic class, 
but the spots on the sycamore leaves are very big and that's 
the only thing that makes these black spots, so when I see  
them I know that it is Riteous Musaturînum, but um, there are 
a few like that, but I've never actually gone into micro ones 
at all. They're the ones that are the econom ically important
ones, all the ...... There's no money in m icro-fungi, but there
is a lot of people who are.... A lot of professionals in the 
micro-fungi field , because they. Well, there are a variety of 
reasons. There's um .... PI anthology is very important. There 
are fungi which are very destructive to standing crops, to  
stored crops and of course, there are anti-biotic fungi - that 
you get anti-biotics from fungi. These all tend to be 
m icroscopic and so most academ ic interest in the universities 
in micology tends to   I've not actually followed that line
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very much at all as it's more or less conditioned to the way 
I like to spend my time in the autumn, that is..............
Interviewer Yes. O.K. I think actually I'll turn over the tope there M ark.
ADVICE TO SOMEONE GETTING MARRIED
Interviewer The tape's run on now Mark. Right. Is there any advice that 
you would give someone who is getting married?
Mark Nothing that I could put into, you know  Nothing that I
could say that I fe lt would apply to everybody, or anything 
of that sort. I mean, just the usual thing that I would say 
to anybody about anything I suppose. You. Not that people 
would actually be concerned to hear it. Most people who 
need advice can't benefit from it.
Interviewer Can't?
Mark Yes, That's true, if somebody comes to me and say: 'look I 
want to buy a vacuum cleaner, do you know anything about 
this model or that model? I can tell them what I know about 
it. They may or may not benefit from it. But that's not 
advice, that's information. On the whole, you know, somebody 
who is quite capable of .. um, personal interaction seem s to  
me not to be in need of advice, and anybody who has... um, 
anybody who might benefit from some certain type of personal
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advice... um, for example, if you think about marriage you 
might think jealousy would be a very important component. 
And so you could actually explain to someone that jealousy is 
self-defeating, and that to basically manifest jealous behaviour 
to someone is to estrange yourself from them, and ultim ately, 
to justify your own jealousy by forcing them away from you, 
and it ’s very easy to see what the inter-personal dynamics of 
that is. On the other hand, someone who isn’t disposed to 
be jealous in the first place, doesn't need that advice, and in 
the second place, if someone is prone to be jealous they can 
see the destructiveness of it but they can't stop. So they  
can't actually benefit from the advice. So on the whole I 
think that advice about things, um, you know we live in a 
society  where advice giving em anates... is; it actually, it 
permeates vast numbers of professions. In fact, people don't 
follow the advice very much.. If you look at the advice about 
smoking, we are both sitting here smoking..........
Interviewer Yes.
Mark The only sensible advice about smoking is to give it up. People
don't. I don't. Um.. In the same way, I think that most of 
the things that people do which are contrary to their own, 
um. really their own, their ultim ate happiness are things that 
in general we can't refrain from doing. So they can't see  
the reasons to refrain from doing them, or, if they can see  
the reasons they will still do them, but they worry more. On 
the whole, I don't think that advice is something that people 
find very easy to take. People can discover things about
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them selves, and it may happen that in somebody, maybe 
advising them at the time when they discover it. I think that 
is just a fluke. I think actually all learning really comes from 
inside because there is the processing. Anything that comes 
through somebody ostensibly is learning material, still has to 
be interpreted by them from the standpoint in which they are 
before they actually take it on board. And if that standpoint 
is such as to exclude their understanding of it then the, maybe 
there is advice as a physical signal but it's not going to be 
read by them with any interpretation that would mesh with 
the interpretation of the sender. So on the whole I think 
advising is, um .... //e ll I don't like advising people under any 
circum stances largely because I find that that is what happens. 
People who need help, only need it because they can't recognise 
it, if they could recognise it it's all over the place.
Interviewer Yes
Mark So that as soon as they can recognise it they don't need it.
Interviewer Would you say you could give somebody a recipe then for 
getting married?
Mark No, No I'd say if they spend enough tim e being quiet and 
examine their own... well just watching their own emotional 
reactions to things, their own behaviour to other people, 
listening to the tone of their own voice, then they will find 
out anything that anybody could tell them. But in a way that 
nobody could tell them.
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In te rv iewer  No. . vVhot c r i t e r ia  did you adopt  when you chose your wi fe?
Mark I didn't use a criteria at all. I didn't go round with a shopping 
list.
Interviewer No, No.
Mark It's really rather peculiar actually, I mean, if a few  years 
before I got married you had asked me what type of woman 
would you like to marry? I would have been able to give 
them some kind of a list which would have had a fair amount 
of emphasis on certain physical characteristics, which is very 
strong in our culture. You know that propensity to look at 
women from the outside and I would have also said a few  
things. I've no doubt, about interests and intelligence and that 
kind of thing which I think in retrospect, would first of all 
describe somebody who didn't... couldn't actually be put 
together in any way, because there would be internal 
inconsistences that had not occurred to me as such because 
my way of looking was so random. And I think as it turned 
out, when I met Elizabeth and ended up marrying her one of 
the interesting things is that she would have overlapped that 
list in only about two or three minor respects. She has no 
um.. there is virtually nothing about her which corresponds to  
what was then my sort of cheesecake ideal at all. So one of 
the things was, I did actually learn the irrelevance of that. 
But I think the thing that really did., um.. there was one 
particular thing that really I would never have thought of, 
until it happened. That was basically a kind of very sim ple
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and deep truthfulness and an unwillingness to well, actually, 
I can t bamboozle her with emotional flannel or dramatics and 
I remember an occasion on which I was being a bit dramatic 
and she managed to cut right through that without making me 
feel put down. That's one of the difficulties she managed to 
cut right through that and get me to look at m yself, look at 
my own dramatisation, and stop it. Which meant that the
m atter that was under discussion  I can't even remember
what I t  was at the tim e, was therefore, confronted much more 
cleanly, and without all this clutter of my smuggling things 
in and trying to force results and that kind of thing. There's
a kind of truthfulness I think that to me seems to be the 
important thing.
Interviewer Yes. Anything else  other than that?
Mark Well, do you mean specifically  about Elizabeth or just 
general?
in
Interviewer Well, about Elizabeth yes.
Mark It's very d ifficult to  soy. I can't say why I enjoy her company. 
Um  .......
Interviewer Something you can't com m unicate to other people.
Mark Something about an absence of dire moodiness and a fairly 
deep calm. She ' can panic on the surface, bul she doesn't 
actually panic deep down. I think she is comparatively free
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of illusions and zeals which helps a lot actually. When I say 
com parti vely free of illusions, I think we ore all terribly subject 
to illusion and. I'm not holding her up as an absolute paragon 
in tnis respect. What I mean is that I know there are many 
people tht I know that are subject to illusions that she doesn't 
share, and her not being subject to them makes it a lot easier 
to copy with many, many problems that arise if you have to 
confront jointly. She's not, although again, she has the kind 
of anxieties that we all have about other people's opinion, she 
is not actually dominated by other people's opinion she'd be 
worried about. For example, the way we actually keep our 
household doesn't mesh with, say, her mother's idea of how 
you should keep a house. When her mother comes, she is 
tense about whether her mother thinks., what her mother's 
views will be on the fact that we are grotesquely untidy 
compared with her. But on the other hand, I find it's very 
easy living with her largely because she doesn't have any 
obsessions about tidiness and we, we manage not to get caught 
up in rituals to a large extent, you know, there's not... um.
I think that basically is advice about getting married.
Interviewer You would still advocate marriage as opposed to living
together?
Mark Well, I think that we got married actually largely as a means
of reducing propsective harassment. Neither of us fe lt  that
marriage as such, you know.........................  going, going through
a ceremony, having a piece of paper had much to do with our 
relationship either way, so consequently, we did not object to
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getting married. The important thing I think about marriage 
is this question of commitment. Um .... I think that if people 
get married with the idea that they are actually entering into 
a contract, and that the relationship is modified by the
existence of that contract, then I think they have already
made a mistake. It's just, I think, that we were not frightened  
of getting married, not frightened of making a com m itm ent, 
because we did not actually see it as being, as actually binding 
either of us in the event that the relationship broke down. 
Nor did we expect the relationship to break down. We just 
didn't. Um... I think the crucial thing is, perhaps there would 
be a bit of advice that I would give, but as I say, it would be 
the same as advice pertaining to anything else , basically if 
anybody is thinking of marrying somebody then they need to
look very carefully at their own idea of them selves -  their
own idea of what is happening -  and try to be as honest with 
them selves as possible because at such tim es there are 
anxieties which people tend to suppress. They think 'Oh well 
there is this d ifficulty between us but perhaps if we don't put 
too much on it it will go away'. Look very carefully at it 
and see if there aren't so many of these than you are kidding 
yourself. You know, lots of people feel so very urgently that 
they want to get married, it might be their last chance, or 
this kind of thing. So I feel that under those circum stance  
they can indulge in a kind of wishful thinking; because here 
is somebody with whom they have some relationship, which 
they, (and you know, this puts them in a position of not having 
to look around for someone else) and maybe it can be made 
to work, um... there may be things that are irritating about
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the other person to a really deep extent, but perhaps they 
will be able to change the other person in some way. I think 
if there are all these provisos then that's a bad sign. You 
need to look and see that you ore not deluding yourself as to 
the way the other person is, or the way you are. If the 
people can be sufficiently self critical when there are 
frequently emotional reasons which might lead them to se lf-  
deception, the... you know, marriage like everything e lse  is 
something which is better contemplated from a self-aw are and 
self-critical point of view, than on a wave of enthusiasm in 
which one would rather paint oneself a rosy picture and hope 
for the best.
Interviewer Right. Um.
Mark All I would say is, abandon every elem ent of romantic thought 
that you are putting in, because that's all very destructive. 
(Laughter)
Interviewer Our little  fly  seem s to have gone now, wherever he is.
Mark It was a crane fly .
Interviewer We've got heaps of them over here actually.
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MY JOB
Interviewer ....U m .. To talk about something different - how do you see  
your job at the Open University?
Mark Well this is quite a difficult question for me particularly. 1 
would have answered it differently again some years ago. 
Um... because I have a lot of disagreement with people in the 
faculty largely about fairly straight forward matters I think 
about the services, about the design of courses, about the 
necessary structures of educational material. I have notions 
that I thought were being disregarded and, that any disregard 
of them, really just landed a mess on the student......
Interviewer This was in technology?
Mark Yes and... um... then eventually I became very, very w ell.... 
pretty well isolated in the faculty with regard to things like., 
which would be done, and there were so many faculty decisions 
that went in quite different directions that there wasn't very 
much point in trying to get any different view point to prevail. 
So, I cam e to the notion that most of what the people who 
are teaching have to offer is.... ah., some special command. 
Perhaps quite often much less than they think they have got. 
And most people are unaware of their own limiations. That 
goes for academ ics too. Um..............
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In te rv iewer  Most  ac ade m ic s  a r e n ’t a w a re  of their  own l imita t ions a re  they?
M a r k No, I don't think so. I think that most of them are definitely  
quite sure of lots of things, which if they were to look more 
carefully they would find aint so.. Something you don’t know 
is O.K. as long as you know you don't know it. The thing that 
is really damaging are things that you think you know that 
aint so. Plato said that. (Laughter)
interviewer Something like academic arrogance I suppose.
Mark Well, one can see that there are norms you know, the way 
people look at them selves and in our society  in general is a 
very... our society is a very assessing society and an evaluating  
society  and um... they assess them selves largely by comparative 
standards... I'm better than such and such, but I'm not as good 
as such and such and no worse than such and such... and.... 
um.. the result is that if there is a group, and there is an 
error which is shared by all of them they will all be oblivious 
of it. And that can make an absolute change that is over 
the whole group and can mean that the whole group is in 
e ffe c t  incompetent in certain respect. But since that 
particular mode of incompetence will not in turn enter into 
comparisons within the group, they will be com pletely unaware 
of it. And most of them, it seem s to me in my experience 
of academics (and it's very important to say this goes for me 
as well right to to ... w ell... 1975 at least...) um... have a good 
command or some command, good or bad of their technical 
subject. But they have no very great appreciation of the
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student's problems in the learning, or what actually must be 
the conditions if the student is to learn adequately. So they 
tend to present the matter from the point of view of the 
logic or the ethos of the subject. More the logic if it's on 
the mathematical side, more the ethos if it is on the social
side ...... um .... but,, they are looking into the subject, they're
not looking at the student's problems in a learning situation  
and it goes.... um... I had a sort of, what I thought was a 
breakthrough appreciation of the... of what the problems were 
in learning and I listed a set of things which it seem ed to me 
were absolutely essential pre-conditions. If the student is not 
given these pre-conditions for learning some particular... well 
whatever it might be; it might be an algorithm, usually an 
algorithm in technology, but possibly just an appreciation, the, 
if they are not actually provided with those conditions then 
their rate of learning will be greatly reduced. A great problem. 
And, in fact, if they then continued pushing at the students 
more and more information, when the first parts; if something  
has any structure and the first parts are not properly learned, 
then any subsequent material will be absorbed (if it is absorbed 
at all) by a pneumatic process and not by a process of 
comprehension. And I also began to see that very large 
numbers of my colleagues had, in fact, learned their subject 
in that way. So, in fact, they were not even equipped to  
convey comprehension of the subject, only content, and the 
way they would expound content wasn't particularly congenial 
to the students absorbing it. And yet they were unaware of 
this problem and theyw ere overloading the syllabuses, they 
were overlkoading the students and I felt very unahppy about
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that. I found that basically the whole area of psychology of 
learning is so ill-formed that my views on this could just be 
disregarded... I mean the mode of argument is very simple, 
nobody knows anything about it, therefore you don't. Therefore 
we don't take any notice of what you say. The notion that, 
if there was something that nobody knew anything about, that 
perhaps some day somebody would notice something about it, 
was actually absent from them it was very, very odd. At 
least perhaps they think: 'Well, if anybody is going to notice
anything about, it won't be anyone I know', or something like 
that, which is rather reminiscent of Reich's book, what's it 
called:... 'This L ittle Man'. I mean Reich is very indignant 
in that, but you can see that he had gone through a lot of 
that stuff. But ... the result was that I was very, very 
uncomfortable and also I was under a continual barrage because 
I held a named position as Professor of Engineering Mechanics 
and it was therefore expected that I.... basically that's a name, 
you know, engineering mechanics just a name for a position, 
but people were arguing: 'Well, since you are Professor of
Engineering Mechanics you have ' Whereas they would think
they knew what Engineering Mechanics was, very few  of them  
are at all versed in Mechanics. They know the Mechanics 
they learned which is actually first second year level, most 
of them. Very few  of them actually did Mechanics throughout 
the whole of their studies, they only knew a little  and they  
wanted that little  reproduced in the course, much as they had 
it. And that, in my opinion, was just what was not needed, 
virtually teaching people Mechanics. But I found that I was 
under stress because, I could neither teach the subject as I
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thought it should be taught, nor could I arrange the teaching 
procedures as 1 felt they should be, and at the same time felt 
under pressure to simply do what is being done in the university 
and I didn’t find that I could accede to that pressure so 
eventually I re-located. Walter Perry was quite sym pathetic, 
I mean... you know.. I was treated with reasonable sympathy 
most of the tim e, but I fe lt that I became fully estranged 
when I made it clear that I wasn't going to toe the party line 
and there was a lot of ostracism , petty... you know., nobody 
was actually standing up and slandering me, but there was a 
lot by implication and innuendo.
Interviewer Probably easier to go along with the crowd.
Mark Y es.. It wasn't that bad, I don't feel at all self pitying about 
if.. I found it com pletely impossible to explain my point of 
view to the Dean, because he would just simply listen to what 
I had said, tell me something else which he said I'd said. If 
I said: 'No that isn't what I've just said' he'd say:* Yes that 
is what you said'. So he never found out what I was saying.
Interviewer So you're saying that he misunderstood really.
Mark Well, I was saying that he made no effort at all to find out 
what I was saying. When I was trying to say anything to him, 
his major reason for listening was to try and find a way of 
rejecting what I was saying, so he never found out what it 
was that he was rejecting.
In te rv iewer  Sounds an impossible posit ion to be in.
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Mark Well, that's the normal situation in polemical intercourse. 
That's why I said earlier that I don't think that the exchange 
of symbols is communication. I think there are two processes: 
there is polemic and there is communication. They don't mix. 
On the whole polemic is not communication. Actually Norbert 
Weiner he.. I found quite recently I was looking through one 
of his books and I found that he had a chapter in there called  
'The Two Uses of Language' and was pointing out that the 
language of the law court is not a communicational thing, 
which it isn't. And he was quite pessim istic with regard to 
social affairs.
Interviewer But one does find that lawyers or circuit judges do try to 
com m unicate with individuals who ore not of the same 
profession in the same way in which they conduct a court 
procedure.
Mark Oh w ell, it's very d ifficult talking to lawyers. It's very 
interesting to look at the results of marriages of lawyers. 
They tend to treat their personal relationships as one of cross 
examination and they will tend to break down their own 
personal relationships.
Interviewer They tend to come over to me as very cold type of people, 
steely  eyed, and almost pronounce judgement on you. If they 
say something it's almost low.
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Mark Well you know, it depends what they're pronouclng on. It's 
just the sam e.. You know, the legal mode of using language 
is definitely not communicational, it's a mode of power play 
and you know., it's fu tile , it's basically an arbitrational 
procedure, you know. The person who has got the best set 
of tricks wins the argument, but the point is, if the argument 
actually stem s from some deep inner disquiet in the person 
(as it might in a lawyers wife) or in a lawyer him self, because 
he's going to end up with a deep personal disquiet. .. then 
who wins the argument doesn't actually get to the root of 
what is wrong... And there's a saying, and Gregory Bateson
quotes it there  The saying: 'God is not mocked,' What
it means basically is that we may not know what is the case, 
but there is something that is the case, and if we actually  
fiddle around with our language and we give primacy to this 
opinion or that according to the outcomes of their arguments. 
It still doesn't a ffect what is the case, it still goes on being 
the case, and the fact that we don't know what it is doesn't 
mean that isn't actually operative. So I cam é over here, and 
I still fee l somewhat uncomfortable, because I don't um......
Interviewer What's your position at the moment?
Mark Well, what I have been doing is going over and over this 
material which spreads a very long way, because if you begin 
with the notion that ... Well, I would say that the overwhelming 
preponderance of human problems is the type of problem that 
actually makes people feel miserable and worried, frightened  
and anxious and indignant, all these things that prompt people
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to action. If one begins by thinking, well, is it possible that 
the whole structure of these things derives from a 
misunderstanding of the uses of the language: has become 
socially perpetuated, become embodied within the modes by 
which we actually construct our language, and the modes by 
which we teach our language to our children they you begin 
to look very, very deeply and you find that um... whole loads 
of things come into question, like the bases of Logic, the 
bases of M athematics, the bases of Physics, and so consequently 
the thing doesn’t stop; it isn’t within the simple sort of 
circumscribable do dah. One can write snippets, but I don’t 
fancy writing snippets because the current type of scien tific  
paper or book is usually written but cutting out a section of 
affairs, and saying we are concerned with just this and we 
are ruling out this, that and the other. Whereas in fact, if 
you begin to look at things in their inter-relationships you find 
that there is no way in which to proceed, you hove actually  
to have a much more holistic approach and the problem again, 
is the academ ic subjects or subjects generally (whether one 
regards them as academic or not) then becom e 
compartmentalised in conventional boxes: so that people can 
say, I am a som ething-ist or a -ologist or I’m a practitioner 
of this, that or the other, and it ’s nameable and it ’s defined  
and it’s compartmentalised and if you think w ell, it ’s the 
actual structure of compartmentalisation that is at fault, then 
you see that any... w ell, if you begin to talk about this you 
are bound to be treading on everybodies toes. Whatever 
compartment you go into, you will find that the knowledge 
that, say, somebody who is a biologist has in Physics, com es
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through some medium like 'New Scientist', which is written  
by people who are about the same kind of ... you know they're 
basically scien tific  journalists and you find that there are in 
fact, very, very significant revolutions in the Cooney, Thomas 
Cooney sense, going on in a considerable number of existing  
compartmentalised subjects at present. And there is a unifying 
pattern visible over all of them, but it's not visible to anybody 
who is engaging in them because they haven't looked in the 
other places. Because, in general, to get to this point of the 
revolution within any one subject requires a lot of study of 
that particular subject, they virtually cut them selves off from  
the jargons of the other subjects, and the result is that you 
can have something which is a current point of orthodoxy in 
subject A, and know to be such by the practitioners of subject
B. And there may be a revolution going on in subject B, and 
there may be a revolution going on in subject A, and you will 
only be able to carry the point about the revolution in subject 
B if you don't m eet the allegation that is in contradition to  
this point of orthodoxy in subject A. Because it may be 
because the point of orthodoxy in subject A is being challenged  
at the same tim e, but you can’t even refer to that challenge  
to people who don't know what's going on in the subject, and 
it's more com plicated than that because it's subjects A, B,
C, D, E, F, G, you know, and they are all inter-related and 
um.. so consequently I'm .. First of all, I continue to write 
snippets, to make tapes with Brian, and continue to think 
about whether to write anything up on this. But one of the 
other things about it is that the outcome of thinking 
sufficiently deeply about it is to make one realise that writing
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things up isn't even the thing to do. It's very difficult you 
see, if you say that, then it is very difficult to say what your 
job is. (Laughter). So that's the discomfort with which I live 
at present. I'll probably write something anyway because I 
find that there is a very strong urge in me to write something. 
Every tim e I start to write it, in a few pages I can actually 
get m yself round to a position which shows that it's pointless 
to write it, and it's not the thing to do, there's something 
else to do. Then I find it very difficult to do that thing.
Interviewer It's easier to put it on tape.
Yes well, the problem is that um.. it tends to take a long 
while. There has to be a very, sort of, living process in one 
to have the ideas come up, and they come up in a very, sort 
of, rich pattern. It's a rich pattern, and it's also strange 
because the pattern is rather largely cut-off by our habitual 
use of the language, so that it's rather d ifficult to articulate 
and um.. also very, very slow to articulate and if one has a 
very large network of um... or actually if one has a sense of 
process in one's head about a certain type of consideration, 
one has this large sense of process then um.. one can 
contem plate that. If one reaches for a pen and starts to  
w rite, then the writing is so slow, the business of writing the 
first sentence is so protracted compared with the speed with 
which one thinks, that one has to begin to disrupt the actual 
um.. just the perceptive or the cognitive process of thinking 
about it. One imposes a very, very inimical rhythm on it by 
beginning to write, which actually tends to ... takes so long
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to write the first point down, that the point that one was 
going to get to begins to recede and points further away in 
the large structure, it can't be got to at all. So it's very 
difficult to write, and there are some things that are incredibly 
easy to write.
Interviewer You can visualise the process?
Mark Oh, I could write technical papers very fast because you know
exactly  what you are doing, the structure of it is dictated by 
the inner structure of the technical m atter. I could always 
write technical material very, very quickly indeed, if I didn't 
have to think whether this was the thing I needed to be writing 
or not. But this is um... in a sense this material could be 
seen as technical but it isn't technical in the pre-existing  
sense, so um.. they way of trying to get to it is quite d ifferent, 
you can't just write down something to which everybody will 
agree and another thing with which everybody will agree and 
say: 'Therefore' It's um.. very largely it challenges a very 
large number of things that people believe because that's what 
people tell each other, and the fact that people tell each  
other things, of course, has nothing to do with whether the 
things have substance, but they will come to have a kind of 
substance in that they um.. the conviction in people. One of 
the things that I fe lt as very significant was, I began to see  
some very, very deep fallacies at the root of Physics. Very 
deep, and I began to see also the social dynamics of Physics 
and the way that these things were sustained within it. 
Largely, the prediction of the physicist
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for the expression of anything that he is going to regard as 
an adequately presented theory um... in a form largely in the 
form of calculus of some sort: but the most important calculus 
in question being those of Bo 11 eon Algebra on one hand, and 
effective ly  um.. the real number analysis, the theory of real 
numbers and the analysis growing out of it, into complex 
variable theory and the like, um... based on, basically, the 
real number line. There are deep fallacies relating to the 
real number line and there are deep fallacies in Belleon 
Algebra, and extraordinary elaborate bodies of physical 
doctrine which can be built up which um.,.. which are in a 
sense quite apurious. They do have technological output, which 
is undeniable and is neither here nor there, but the point is 
basically Technology is not Cosmology, and Physics at present 
forms the background for most people's Cosmology, I mean,
you may not  I mean you may have.. Well, you do have,
say, a Christian Cosmology tacked in, but basically because 
of this peculiar takeover-fear of what seems to me to be their 
limited mode of reasoning. Very limited and specifica lly  
limited to the technological in the field of Cosmology, where 
one has this extraordinary division of thought into the physical 
and the metaphysical. You see, you know basically the idea 
that something is metaphysical is um.. the naming of it ... 
metaphysical is a contrast with the physical, and you find that 
nearly all the arguments about Cosmology are categorised  
culturally as being metaphysical. The physical aspects of 
Cosmology are virtually decreed by a se lf-e lected  geophysics. 
They don't see it that way, naturally, because they all believe  
each other to be critically  aware, but um.. I don't think they
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are and um... I found you know, that nearly everything that 
I've noted about this, has been noted by other people. I mean, 
Alfred North Whitehead um.. make a remark which I only 
found out about two days ago. Acxtually, I've been saying it 
for some years. I've been saying that the claim, the 
m cthelogical claim that supports the um. This claim for 
observation observability. And yet the whole manipulative 
structure that the physicist uses to develop his language of 
Physics pertains to unobservables, that is Euclidean points. A 
Euclidean point is intrinsically unobservable, and it therefore 
has, in the customary terminology, the most extraordinary 
abstract metaphysical status but to um.. actually begin to 
attem pt to frame the terminology of a subject, which is 
supposed to be intrinsically an observational one in terms of 
calculus (which is founded in terms of unobservability) is a 
very, very serious logical error. And I find that wAehead  
said that, and I didn't know until two days ago, and what's 
more I've lost the source, I don't know where I read it. I 
can only have seen it in two or three books, and I daresay 
I'll find it. If you say that kind of thing to physicists they 
will say: 'Oh yes, but you know that's only a very good 
approximation', but that means that they haven't seen the 
logical point. The logical point is: if you actually start off 
without making a hash over observability, will your Physics 
even start from where it started before, and will it even go 
in the some direction? If they soy: 'Weil, you know, we
don't core about this direction business. We know that we 
want to build cyclotrons, or we want to make aeroplanes', or 
something like that (mind you, you can make aeroplanes but
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the thing is, if that is what you are after you won’t get any 
insights into Cosmology) um.. So when I see and hear people 
talking about physicists reviewing the modern discoveries in 
relation to Cosmology, it just makes me giggle. It’s just that 
they just don’t know what they are doing.
TOPICS IN THE NEWS
Interviewer To revert back to the topics in the news Mark. How interested  
would you say you are in current affairs?
Mark Now? Well, I mean, I know that current affairs is like bad 
weather. Um.. I’m, about as interested as I would be in the 
weather forecasts. Which is, and I mean to put it clearly, I 
don’t bother to look at the weather forecast very often . Last 
year when I was thinking of going to India and leaving my 
w ife at home for a month and the Russians at that tim e were 
doing massive exercises along the Polish border, I was a bit 
apprehensive about going away at such a tim e, but um.. I 
mean obviously one can’t but be aware of current affairs in 
so far- as they are causing a great deal of unemployment and, 
this is present in the village, you know.. I mean obviously I’m 
interested in the things to the extent that raindrops call fall 
on me and economic cuts can fall on me, but um.. the thing 
is that I no longer have the attitude towards current affairs 
that I once had, which was trying to get a grip on everything 
so as to be able to outguess the future, or .. you know either
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inove where the trouble would not be, or change people's 
policies or something of that sort as I think most people 1 
think do. But on the whole, I found that if I tried to im m erse... 
well at a certain point., as I say I think I really was... I saw 
through this business, the social, um.. the social mess as it 
were, um.. all in one sort of go. My whole attitude towards 
current affairs changed at that tim e. I see that though one 
needs to um.. for the sake of just being able to converse with 
people in their ordinary domains, of small talk, I am aware 
of certain aspects of current affairs, but 1 don't regard it as 
very important any more.
Interviewer So you wouldn't say then that you ore particularly well 
informed?
Mark No, 1 would say that, in general, if I wanted to becom e fairly  
well informed on anything, I would be able to do it very  
quickly, um.. in so far as the information was available. Of 
course, it is a feature of current affairs that in general as 
problems begin to becom e one of great public in terest, the 
amount of information about it, that is unambiguous 
-  diminishes -  and the amount of misinformation increases 
tremendously. But um.. Whereas earlier on I was very 
concerned to get lots of sources and try and see what the 
consistency and inconsistencies were, so as to reduce those 
ambiguities, not I see that there is very little  point in doing 
that. That even if one really wants to help, one doesn't help 
by dashing off and doing something dramatic, one helps actually  
be concentrating on oneself, I don't mean concentrating on
435
oneself in an egotistic fashion, but noticing that really that 
the only things that will happen in the world as a result of 
one's own action is um.. happens through transactions that one 
is involved in and so um. consequently it's a question of finding 
out how to transact one's affairs with other people. And 
every tim e that one interacts with someone else in such a 
way as to diminish the aggregate of anxiety. I think one is 
actually making a very definite contributionto that person's 
peace of mind (and to ones own), and that's the way that 
things can change. It's a ... we have this notion, the managerial 
notion, that some kind of order is to be decreed from the 
centre and then the periphery is to conform to the centrally  
decreed order.
Interviewer Right. Continuation then Mark from Tape 2.
Mark Yes. Well, the periphery is to conform to the centrally decreed
order. Now the thing is, that the centrally decreed order is
usually transmitted to the local peripheral, or the local or the
distant, with very, very poor knowledge of local conditions 
because it will be trimmed of course by the processes by 
which these things com e about. It will be trimmed by all 
sorts of objections couched., framed from different standpoints 
of ignorance and when the., the central decree reaches the 
locality, in general it doesn't fit, and the only kind of social 
order that people do seem  to be able to consider is one of 
somehow obtaining either some way of making the decrees so 
that they fit better, or force fitting them in the locality  by 
saying that the locality must conform. Just pure coercion
436
um.. and it doesn't seem to have occurred to the culture that 
there may be a local rule that is., not a rule exactly but a., 
there may be a local phenomenon by which in each locality  
transactions occur according to a different mode. Then a 
global order can go out and local orders fit together quite 
spontaneously to produce it, just because of the nature of that 
order; and I happen to think that is the way that things can 
change. Umm.. it;s largely to preoccupation with these central 
orders and um.. that constitutes all the anxiety stu ff, um.. I 
mean I can set this out at quite considerable length with 
m athem atical models and what not... but um.. but basically 
what it comes down to is... that um.. I mean basically you 
can see that if every fam ily in a nation was actually in a 
state of each um.. each member of a fam ily in a sta te of 
equanimity and family as a whole was in a sta te of equanimity, 
they it will necessarily be in a state of equanimity with regard 
to it's relationship with neighbouring fam ilies, and you can 
continue that until you can close the circle on any magnitude. 
Now um.. the crucial thing about it is that it begins with the 
person, it doesn't begin with a central decree and um. the 
difficulties and the obstructions to this generally, and the 
obstructions prevent people from actually relating to each  
other in ways that do actually produce unanimity, equanimity 
and serenity, usually are the obstructions, are the intrusions 
of these distant orderings, som ething... When I say distant it 
may be because it is actually government decree, or it may 
be because it's the social convention that is so intense that 
to flout it means to invite retribution from society. And once 
the society ., if there is any behaviour at all which um.. which
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the society  insists upon which is counter productive socially  
the that will be instituted... well, it will be institued within 
that society  and that society  will not be able to escape the 
consequences, and basically, if one can see that the society  
in which people did not find it necessary to temper any 
tendencies they had to generosity by prudence, then the 
generosity having full reign, you might well then find that you 
have a society in which there is no scarcity. I mean obviously, 
if I know that I live in a society  where people are intrinsically 
generous then even if I have, say, ten pounds and I somebody 
who says! My goodness I’m in trouble I need nine pounds’ 
then I’d be quite happy to give it to him, because if I found 
that I was short nine pounds later on I would be able to say 
'My goodness I need nine pounds' and somebody would give it 
to me. No worry, if you have a society  which is g ift oriented  
then problems will go away, but if you have a society  which 
is actually prudence oriented then people are going to hoard 
things and there is going to be a palpable scarcity. Now you 
know., that change com es within people, but it is very d ifficult 
in an environment which is created by prevailing attitudes, 
which is only, after all, a rationalisation of meanness in a 
certain sense. It's a question of who bears risk.
Interviewer J o h n 's  concepts. Yes.
Mark Who bears risk, if people are frightened by risk then you're
going to have a society  which is very defensive, very rigid 
and absolute hell to be lonely in. um.. because people are
going to be very complex, very manipulative, very defensive, 
very mean. um..
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interviewer Quite lonely I should think.
Mark Well, they are going to be lonely, but it's their loneliness that 
gives rise to their meanness. Because basically, you know, 
insurance is for the man with no friends. If you've friends 
what do you need insurance for. Um.. (Laughter). You see 
the society that we have is such that childhood tendencies 
towards generosity are very quickly deterred um.. and there 
are many, many things, if you go into any area where there 
are fairly sharp ethnic or social disputes and you are seen by 
a person of one particular biased persuasion to actually transact 
with the person of the opposite persuasion, then you can't 
transact with him. And I have a friend who is very at ease  
and capable in fact of getting on pretty well with anybody, 
he hasn't got any quirks he hasn't got any rigidities, he's very 
com petent, he's very com petent with his hands, he can always 
do things that people want done, and um.. very, very quite 
fellow . And he moves around the world a lot because he finds 
it very easy to move to different countries, and he found 
when he came to muslim countries that he couldn't do much 
about it, the fact is that the social structure is so much based 
on um.. a kind of feuding vendetta system  between fam ilies, 
that you're literally in a situation where to say, 'I am the 
friend of one man' is autom atically taken to mean you are 
an enemy of another. So you can't say, I am a friend to both 
of you, because their conditions of friendship is an alliance
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of enrnity, and again, anybody who mistakes alliance for 
friendship has had it. A man who seeks out allies can't find 
a friend. (Laughter).
Interviewer So it would be impossible to be well informed really the, about 
national topics.
Mark Nobody can be really well informed, I think, because um.. you 
have only to look at the scale of the information gathering 
problem and all the distorting system s that are at work. You 
can know what is in the papers, you can know what is on the 
scurrility network on the grapevines, but I think this 
characteristic of, sort of, official knowledge and scurrility is 
characteristic of all the hierarchy organisations. You'll find 
it in every place, if your complaints can only go through 
official channels, you can be sure that there is going to be 
an awful lot of gossip on unofficial channels, because, you 
know, the whole point of having official channels largely is 
so that you can prevaricate on them. (Laughter).
Interviewer O.K. then Mark. Thanks very much indeed.
Mark Right. Fine."
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RVIEWER
t r a n s c r i p t  14
I n t e r v i e w  w i t h  N e v i l l
O.K. th en N ev .'l, how do you see th e  s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland 
a t  th e  p re s e n t  tim e?
T h a t’s an unexpec ted  q u e s tio n , th e  s i t u a t i o n  in  P o lan d , w e ll 
th e  t r a d e s  u n ion  movement, l e t  me th in k ,  g a in ed  some in f lu e n c e  
because  th e  S o l id a r i ty  un ion  was founded abou t a  y e a r  ago , o r 
a t  l e a s t  s t a r t e d  to  be e f f e c t iv e  th e n . On th e  o th e r  hand we 
hav en ’t  h ea rd  much about th e  r e a c t io n  to  th e  l a t e s t  s e t  o f  
p r ic e  in c r e a s e s  o f  which th e re  w ere, um .« I  remember re a d  
b e in g  m entioned  a s  hav ing  t r i p l e d  o r  som ething l i k e  t h a t  in  
p r ic e  abou t a  week ago , and 1 h av en ’ t  h ea rd  a n y th in g  abou t 
r e a c t io n  to  t h a t  so I  would g u ess  t h a t  i t  i s  e a r ly  days f o r  t h i s  
c u r re n t  p h ase , th e  o th e r  th in g  i s  t h a t  th e  R u ss ian s  a re  
a l le g e d  to  be p erfo rm in g  e x e rc ie s  on th e  b o rd e r  and w a it in g  
to  come in  a t  any moment and nobody r e a l l y  knows what th e  t r u t h  
i s  abou t t h a t .
VIEWER So would you say  th a t  R u ss ia  i s  a  p o t e n t i a l  t h r e a t  to  P o land?
Yes I  th in k  so co n c ie v a b ly , I  mean o b v io u s ly  i f  th e  s i t u a t i o n  
th e re  g o t so ou t o f  hand th a t  th e y  c o u ld n 't  p r e d ic t  a t  a l l  
what i s  go ing  to  happen th e y  would be w o rrie d  b ecau se  i t  i s  
a  co u n try  on t h e i r  f r o n t i e r  and th e y  would p u t a  squeeze o f  some 
k in d  on P o lan d , b u t a t  th e  moment i t ’ s  a t te m p tin g  to  be o n ly  
i f  you l i k e ,  p o l i t i c a l  n o is e s  and go ing  and h o ld in g  t h e i r  hands 
and sa y in g  th in g s ,  th e y  h av en ’t  g o t too  f a r ,  th e y ’ve p u b lis h e d  
some c r i t i c a l .
TEWER What s o r t  o f  squeeze do you th in k  th e y  would p u t on?
W ell th e y  m igh t, I  would im agine th e y  d o n t want to  ta k e  
any m i l i t a r y  a c t io n  u n t i l  th e y  a re  a b s o lu te ly  fo rc e d  to  
th a t  n o th in g  e ls e  would work. But so th a t  s h o r t  o f  t h a t  th e y  
can make th r e a te n in g  n o is e s  and apply p o l i t i c a l  p re s s u re  o f
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one k in d  o r  a n o th e r  and maybe m arching up and down th e  
b o u n d a rie s  i s  som ething th a t  they  can w e ll do, and 1 shou ld  
th in k  th a t  to o  th e y  could  encourage th e  E as t Germans to  do 
som ething s im i la r  from the o th e r  s id e ,  from th e  o p p o s ite  
b o rd e r .
RVIEWER Would t h i s  be in  keep ing  w ith  what th e y  have done in  o th e r  
c o u n tr ie s ?
L W ell i t  would co rresp o n d , th e  form s th a t  th e  p re s s u re  have 
ta k e n  v a ry  from one co u n try  to  a n o th e r  and o b v io u s ly  th e r e  
was p re s s u re  in  b o th  C zechoslovak ia  and H ungary.
^VIEWER Can you e la b o ra te  on th e se  form s?
W ell i n  Hungary th eyd rove  a l o t  o f  ta n k s  in  and to o k  o v er th e  
C a p i ta l  c i t y  more o r l e s s  o r  claim ed  to  be su p p o r tin g  th e  
o f f i c i a l  p a r ty  government o f  Hungary. In  C zec h o slo v ak ia  i t  
was som ething r a th e r  s im i la r .
VIEWER Do you um .. can you s o r t  o f  o u t l in e  what you th in k  m ight 
happen in  Poland?
W ell i t ’ s  g u ess  work i s n ’t  i t .  One o f th e  main p rob lem s 
in  Po land  i s  th a t  th e y  h ave , th e y  a re  c o n s id e ra b ly  i n  d e b t to  
v a r io u s  c o u n t r ie s  in  th e  w est a s  w e ll a s ,  a s  w e ll  a s  w ith in  th e  
S o v ie t b lo c k  and um nobody q u i te  knows what i s  g o in g  to  
become o f  t h a t ,  b u t t h a t  i s  th e  d i f f e r e n t  problem  from  th e  
ones t h a t  a p p l ie d  in  th e  o th e r  s a t e l i t e  c o u n t r i e s .  The 
R u ss ian s  may o r  may n o t want to  ta k e  th e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  
th o se  d e b ts  which th e y  would have to  i f  th e y  were t o  im pose 
t h i s  k in d  o f  d i r e c t  r u le  in  P o lan d , and o f  co u rse  th e  o th e r  
q u e s tio n  i s  th a t  th e y  p u t t h e i r  fo o t  in  i t  r a th e r  i n  A fg h a n is ta n  
and th e y  go t up a  l o t  o f p e o p le 's  noses  ov er i t  I  th in k ,  and 
th a t  h as  p o s s ib ly  le d  to  a b i t  more c a u tio n  over P o lan d  th a n  
th e re  m ight have been o th e rw is e .
ICE ON TELEVISION
flEWER R igh t changing  th e  s u b je c t ,  have you got any v iew s on 
v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n  o r  in  t e l e v i s io n  programmes?
LL What I  i e e l  abou t th a t  i s  th a t  th e re  a re  good re a so n s  
no doubt f o r  n o t hav ing  too  much v io le n c e  in  th e  daytim e 
when you have g o t ve ry  l i t t l e  c o n tro l  over who w atches i t  
b u t th e  p o l ic y  o f r e s e rv in g  th e re  f o r  th e  v io le n t  th in g s ,  
a t  th e  moment th e y  make a b reak  p o in t  a t  n in e  o c lo ck  a t  n ig h t  
I  th in k  th a t  p o s s ib ly  i t  shou ld  be l a t e r  in  th e  summer months 
when I  have n o tic e d  th a t  k id s  o f s o r t  o f te n ,  e le v e n , tw e lv ish  
te n d  to  s ta y  up a  b i t  lo n g e r .  So I  would have th o u g h t i t  
m ight be b e t t e r  n o t to  have a n y th in g  too  s t ro n g ly  v io le n t  
u n t i l  say  a f t e r  te n  t h i r t y  a t  n ig h t ,  b u t th e  id e a  i s  t h a t  
p a r e n ts  a t  t h a t  tim e w i l l  be s u p e rv is in g  who i s  go ing  to  
w atch th e  th in g s  and th e re fo re  th e y  can ta k e  t h e i r  own 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .  I  am n o t in  fav o u r o f bann ing  from T.V. 
a l to g e th e r ,  I  th in k  th a t  you have to  assume th a t  th e  au d ien ce  
i s  cap a b le  o f  behav in g  in  an a d u l t  way and making i t s  own 
d e c is io n s  abou t what i t  w a tch es, . But a p a r t  from t h a t . .
VIEWER I  mean can you g iv e  me an example o f  what you would c a l l  
v io le n c e ?
W ell t h a t ' s  now ., you have rem inded me o f  th e  o th e r  th in g  
w hich I  was go ing  to  say abou t v io le n c e  and th a t  i s  o f  c o u rse , 
t h a t  what c o n s t i t u t e s  som ething v io le n t  i s  r e l a t i v e ,  we m ight 
have th o u g h t th in g s  w erevvery  v io le n t  in d e ed  t h i r t y  o r  f o r ty  
y e a rs  ago , w hich a re  now a c c e p te d  a s  common p la c e  th in g s .  
B ecause you see  th e  th in g  go on so o f te n  on T.V............
/lEWER Can you g iv e  me an example?
-W ell a t  one tim e th e  Hayes code d i d n 't  a llo w  any b lo o d  to  be 
seen  when anyone was punched o r s h o t ,  w hereas t h i s  i s  now 
commonplace t h a t  you do see  b lood  and o f  c o u rse , everybody 
s e e s  e v e ry th in g  in  c o lo u r , most f i lm s  were b la c k  and w h ite  
in  t h e . ,  b e fo re  abou t I 9 5 O c o lo u r f i lm s  were on ly  u sed  f o r  
m u s ic a ls  o r th in g s  l i k e  t h a t ,  you know even w e s te rn s  w e re n 't  
in  c o lo u r  and c e r t a in l y  th e y  w e re n 't  g o ry , w hereas now t h a t  h as
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been , i f  you l i k e  th in g s  th a t  were in tro d u c e d  w ith  an id e a  
o f the  shock elem ent and th a t  a l l  in  th e  e a r ly  days had 
*X' c e r t i f i c a t e s ,  now a re  a cc ep ted  a s  be in g  f a i r l y  common 
p a lc e  th in g s  on th e  s c re e n . But w h at’ s commonplace on th e  
sc re e n  m ight s t i l l  shock you i f  you saw i t  in  r e a l  l i f e ,  and 
th e  o th e r  th in g  i s  1 suppose , th a t  you do see a d i f f e r e n t  k in d  
o f v io le n c e  in  news ite m s , we see th e  um .. a l o t  o f n ew sree l 
f ilm  from N o rth e rn  I r e la n d  and from o th e r  a c t i v i t y  c e n t r e s  
where b a t t l e  i s  go ing  on.
iVlEWER For exam ple, th e  r i o t s  in  B r ix to n  o r T o x t ie th .
Yes t h a t ’ s t r u e ,  you d id n ’t  see  an y th in g  v e ry  t e r r i b l e  go ing  
on th e r e ,  b u t t h e œ w e r e . . . . .
VIEWER Im p lied  v io le n c e ,  w e ll I  suppose n o t im p lie d  i t  was a c tu a l  
b u t i t  was shown in  n ew sree l o r  th e  news f i lm .
W ell 1 th in k  th e  d i f f i c u l t y  i s  th a t  in  r e a l l y  h o t moments 
th e  p h o to g ra p h e rs  c o u ld n ’ t  ta k e  in  many p ic tu r e s  and a ls o  
th e y  d id  g e t t h e i r  cam eras b roken  up on one o r  two o c c a s s io n s  
and g e n e ra l ly  t h e y . . .  i t ’ s  th e  k in d  o f mopping up s ta g e  o f  th e  t  
th in g  th a t  you te n d  to  see  and I  g e t th e  im p re s s io n . I t ’ s  o f 
c o u rse , v e ry  d i f f i c u l t  i n  th e  t e l e v i s i o n  news b u l l e t i n  to  
develop  a  t r u e  h i s t o r i c a l  i f  you l i k e  o r ,  a  th re a d  o f  
n a r r a t iv e  th ro u g h  th e  p ro c e e d in g s  so t h a t  you can r e a l l y  see  
what i s  go ing  on and i t  h a s  to  be su p p o rted  by what th e  
com m entator i s  t e l l i n g  you.
71EWER Would you say  th a t  s p o r ts  l i k e  b ox ing , fe n c in g  o r  judo  o r  
k a r a te  a re  what we cou ld  c a l l  f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
T h a t’ s an i n t e r e s t i n g t  q u e s t io n ,  th o se  a re  th in g s  t h a t  have 
been e s ta b l i s h e d  a v e ry  lo n g  tim e a s  s p o r ts ,a n d  o f  co u rse  
judo  and k a ra te  w eren ’t  so much p r a c t ic e d  over h e re  u n t i l  th e  
l a s t ,  1 don’t  know f i f t e e n  o r tw enty  y e a rs  p e rh a p s , b u t c e r t a in l y  
box ing  and fe n c in g  a rc  th in g s  t h a t  have gone on fo r  c e n tu r ie s  
and th ey  were siw ays a c c e p te d  a s  s p o r t in g  a c t i v i t i e s  . a lthough
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th e re  i s  some unsportsm an l i k e  conduct a t  tim e s , 1 don’t  
th in k  in  th e  o rd in a ry  sense  o f th e  word th ey  re p re s e n t  
v io le n c e  no, th e y  a re  done w ith in  th e  framework o f r u le s  
and i t ’ s  ve ry  hard  to  th in k  w hether th ey  have any in f lu e n c e  
on p e o p le ’ s a t t i t u d e  to  l i f e  w atch ing  th o se  th in g s  goodness 
on ly  knows b u t 1 would have thou g h t th e y  were more im p o rtan t 
to  th e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  th a n  to  th e  c a s u a l v iew er, ag a in  how ever,
1 mean, i f  y o u ’r e  n o t in t e r e s t e d  in  th a t  k in d  o f  th in g  1 suppose 
you j u s t  sw itch  i t  o f f  and w alk away and um .. some p eo p le  do 
t h a t ,  b u t 1 w ouldn’t  have th o u g h t th e y  were r e a l l y  p a r t  o f 
th e  developm ent o f v io le n c e  a s  such .
RVIEWER W ell you have s a id  in  a c tu a l  f a c t  th a t  box ing  h as  been
go ing  on f o r  c e n tu r ie s ,  i t f e  s t i l l  go ing  on now, so w ouldn’ t  
you cede th e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  h as  been  a  s p o r t  f o r  say  a  coup le  
o f hundred y e a r s ,  w ouldn’ t  you see  i t  a s  th e  developm ent o f 
v io le n c e ?
LL No 1 shou ld  say  th a t  a s  a s p o r t  i t  h a s^ a ssed  i t s  z e n i th  and th e
amount o f im portance  th a t  peo p le  a c tu a l ly  a t ta c h  to  box ing  
i s  v e ry  much on th e  d e c l in e ,  t h a t  th e  p r o f e s s io n a l  f i g h t s  
don’t  a t t r a c t  th e  same k in d  o f aud ience t h a t  th e y  u sed  t o ,
I  mean th e  same s iz e  o f  au d ience  r e a l l y ,  n o t th e  same k in d  
o f  a u d ie n c e , um so I  would have t h o u g h t . . . .  and th e r e  a re  
so many o th e r  form s o f v io le n c e  i f  you l i k e ,  th e  v io le n c e  
d e p ic te d  o f  f i c t i t i o u s  c rim es and th e  g r e a t e r  r e p o r t in g  o f  
s k irm ish e s , one o f  th e  th in g s  abou t th e  amount o f  v io le n c e  
th a t  you see  in  n e w sre e ls  i s  th a t  every  th e a tre  o f  t r o u b le  
th ro u g h o u t th e  w orld  g e t s  r e p o r te d  and th e y  a re  a l l  c o n c e n tra te d  
in to  one h a l f  hour news b u l l e t i n  a day p e rh ap s  t h a t  th e  p e rso n  
th a t  w a tch e s . Now we d id n ’ t  watclvK th a t  amount o f  news in  th e  p as  
th e  n e w sre e ls  in  th e  cinem as was maybe e ig h t  o r  n in e  m in u tes  
and you saw one o f  th o se  p e r  week so th e  in  a  way what I  am 
say in g  i s  t h a t  th e  more in te n s iv e  news coverage by t e l e v i s i o n  
te n d s  to  mean th a t  you see  f a r  more o f what i s  g o ing  on, 
w hereas th e  number o f box ing  m atches t h a t  ta k e  p la c e  o f  any 
g iven  s ta n d a rd  i s  abou t th e  same as  i t  alw ays was, so f a r  a s  
• I  know i t ’ s  no d i f f e r e n t  now from what i t  was f i f t y  y e a r s  
ago l e t s  sa y . So th e r e f o r e  th e y  r e p re s e n t  a  much s m a lle r  p a r t
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o f  w hat p e o p l e  s e e  o f  th a l ,  k in d  oC a c t i v i t y  and I  w ou ld  h a v e  
t h o u g h t  t h a t  t h e y  w ere  l e s s  s i g n i f i c a n t  i n  p e o p l e ’ s  m in d s  now 
t h a n  t h e y  w ere  a t  t h e  t im e  S u g a r  Ray R o b in so n  w as t h e  m id d le  
w e i g h t  ch a m p io n ,  w h e n e v e r  t h a t  w as -  a b o u t  1 9 5 0  I  t h i n k .
ÎVIEWER But would you say th a t  a l l  th e s e  form s o f  v io le n c e  c o n t r ib u te
to  v io le n c e  w ith in  fa m ilie s ?
L W ell i t ’ s  p o s s ib le  in  in d iv id u a l  caseso  My f e e l in g  i s  t h a t
a  m a jo r ity  o f peop le  make a  d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een th e  way th a t  
th e y  a re  p re p a re d  to  a c t  tow ards peop le  th e y  don’t  know, th e  
g r e a t  n eb u lo u s o u ts id e ,  o r  th e  p e o p le , th e  w orld  a t  la rg e  o f 
whom th e y  may be a f r a i d ' i n  some sense  because  th e re  i s  no 
d i r e c t  com m unication and th e y  would in  t h e i r  m inds be p re p a re d  
to  a c t  v io l e n t l y  tow ard th o se  i f  th e re  was o c c a ss io n  f o r  i t .
Some p eo p le  I  th in k  a re  a g g re s s o rs  and o th e r s  a re  on ly  r e t a l i -  
a t o r s  i n  t h a t .  But you te n d  n o t to  be a g g re s s iv e  o r  to  r e t a l i a t e  
v io l e n t l y  w ith in  th e  fa m ily  u n i t ,  a g a in  most p e o p le , some 
peo p le  do b r in g  t h a t  k in d  o f b eh av io u r in to  th e  fa m ily , b u t 
most p eo p le  lo o k  upon th e  fam ily  a s  b e in g  a  haven o f  c o m p a ritiv e  
peace i n  w hich e v e ry th in g  i s  on a  much sm a lle r  s c a le  f o r  one th in ^  
b u t a ls o  in  w hich th o se  l a t e n t  a g g re s s io n s  and u n c i v i l i s e d  
b eh av io u r i f  you l i k e ,  sh o u ld n ’t  be n e c e s sa ry  because  you know 
each  o th e r  w e ll and you can communicate to  each  o th e r ,  th e  
o p p o r tu n i ty  i s  th e re  to  t a l k  th in g s  o u t ,  and th a t  would be th e  
u s u a l way o f  do ing  i t .  I  mean o b v io u s ly  th e r e  a re  . f e e l in g s  
o f h o s t i l i t y  in  some f a m i l ie s  th a t  grow up e i t h e r  b ecau se  
p eo p le  who s t a r t e d  o u t b e in g  fond o f  each  o th e r  cease  to  b e ,  o r 
v a r io u s  o th e r  th in g s  can happen and betw een s ib l i n g s  n o t ev e ry  
th in g  i s  n e c e s s a r i i l y  harm oneous, b u t d e s p i te  t h a t  i n  th e  
m a jo r i ty  o f  f a m i l ie s  on th e  whole peace r e ig n s  and t r u e  
v io le n c e  i n  th e  u l t im a te  sense  i s n ’ t  th e  m a jo r i ty  way o f  
behav ing  I  d o n 't  th in k .  But I  see i t  a s  a  fundam ental e r r o r  
th a t  some peo p le  w h o ,g ran ted  th a t  most peo p le  a re  p re p a re d  to  
be h o s t i l e  to  th e  th in g s  t h a t  th e y  know n o th in g  a b o u t, I  see  
i t  a s  an e r r o r  to  in tro d u c e  th a t  in to  th e  fam ily  and w hat I  
would p r e f e r  to  see peop le  doing  i s  to  a c c e p t th a t  b ecau se  
i t  was p o s s ib le  to  communicate w ith o u t v io le n c e  among p eo p le  
th a t  you know w e ll and l i k e ,  th e n  i t  sho u ld  be p o s s ib le  w ith  
everyone e l s e  and th a t  th e  frie rd L in ess  th a t  goes on in  fa m ily
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c i r c l e s  i s  som ething th a t  you would hope people cou ld  
ex tend  o u ts id e ,  o r a c c e p t a t  l e a s t  th a t  peop le  th ey  don’ t  
know a re  l i k e l y  to  be j u s t  a s  re a so n a b le  a s  th e  ones th a t  
th e y  do and th e r e f o r e  t r e a t  them a c c o rd in g ly .
V^IEWER A ren’ t  you ta lk in g  abou t an id e a l  s ta t e ?
,L W ell in  a  way, b u t I ’m say in g  t h a t  everybody can be t h e i r  
own id e a l  and th e  more peo p le  th a t  a r e ,  th e  b e t t e r  th e  s t a t e  
becom es.
(VIEWER The o th e r  weekend a  fe llo w  c ro s se d  th e  channe l u s in g  a 
b a l lo o n  and s o la r  en e rg y , I  don’t  know i f  you re a d  abo u t i t ?
I  h ea rd  abou t i t .
(VIEWER W ell he d id  i t  in  abou t two and a  h a l f  h o u rs  o r som ething  
l i k e  t h i s ,  do you see  b a l lo o n in g  a s  a form o f t r a n s p o r t  t h a t  
m ight c a tc h  on f o r  th e  fu tu re ?
L As a  m a jo r i ty  u s e r  -  no , b u t th e re  m ight be s p e c i a l i s t  a d a p t­
a t io n s  t h a t  cou ld  be v ia b le o  I  th in k  j u s t  in  th e  same way 
i f  you l i k e ,  t h a t  we a r e n ' t  go ing  to  see  th e  c a n a ls  a s  a  
m ajor fo rc e  i n  th e  t r a n s p o r t  o f goods in  t h i s  c o u n try  a g a in .  
P erh ap s I  speak  to o  q u ic k ly  th e r e ,  t h a t  may be p re m a tu re , 
b u t anyway l e t s  say  t h a t  i n  th e  n ex t tw en ty  o r  t h i r t y  y e a r s  
a t  any r a t e ,  n e v e r th e le s s  th e re  a re  some p a r t i c u l a r  u s e s  l i k e  
th e  b u lk  t r a n s p o r t  o f  c h in a  c la y  o r  som ething o f  t h a t  k in d , 
w hich a re  q u i te  s u i te d  to  c a n a l t r a f f i c ,  b u t th e y  a re  m in o r i ty  
u se s  and I  would im agine t h a t  b a l lo o n s  would be in  th e  same 
g e n e ra l b ra c k e t a s  t h a t ,  t h a t  th e re  m ight be p a r t i c u l a r  u s e s  
f o r  w hich b a l lo o n s  a re  a  good id e a ,  s o la r  b a l lo o n s  b u t n o t a s  
a  m a jo r i ty .  However, we a re  fa c in g  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t . ,  
w e ll we know fo r  a c e r t a in t y  th a t  h y d ro -carb o n  f u e l s  w o n 't l a s t  
fo r  ev e r and th e  number o f a l t e r n a t i v e s  must be e x p lo re d  and amon; 
th o s e , w h i ls t  th e  most obv ious o f e x i s t in g  te c h n o lo g ie s ,  to  
re p la c e  th a t  i s  I  suppose e l e c t r i c  ra ilw a y s  because  th o s e o . 
w e've go t th e  te ch n o lo g y  a lre a d y  fo r  b o th  c r e a t in g  th e  e l e c t r i c i t ;  
and fo r  ru n n in g  th e  t r a i n s .  A ll  th e  same s o la r  en e rg y , s o la r
/powered v e h ic le s  a re  p o s s ib le  ru n n er and so fo r  th a t  m a tte r  
a re  th e  c a n a ls  and i t  maybe th a t  b a rg e s  b e in g  l e s s  f u e l  
in te n s iv e  th a n  many form s o f t r a n s p o r t  and you could  have a 
r e v iv a l  fo r  th a t  re a so n . T h a t 's  why I  had r e s e r v a t io n s  about 
th a t  a f t e r  I . ,  w h ile  I  was in  th e  m iddle fo  say in g  i t .
VIEWER Do you know of any c a n a ls  t h a t  a re  b e in g  used  a t  th e  moment?
For f r e ig h t ?
VIEWER Y es.
NEVILL W ell th e r e  a re  c a n a ls ,  t h e y 'r e  m ostly  e s t u r a r i a l  b i t s  um b u t 
t h e r e 's  abou t f o r ty  o r f i f t y  m ile s  o f c a n a ls .  I 'v e  f o r g o t te n  
them now. I 'v e  go t a  l i s t  d o w n s ta irs , b u t I  c o u ld n 't  t e l l  you 
e x a c t ly  where th e  m a jo r i ty  o f  them a re  t h a t  a re  u sed  by f r e i g h t  
n a v ig a t io n ,  o f c o u rse , th e  g r e a te r  p a r t  o f  th e  c a n a l system  i s  
r e c r e a t io n a l .
(VIEWER S o la r  energy  h a s  caugh t on in  th e  form o f  s o la r  h e a t in g  
e s p e c ia l ly  w ith  p r o je c t s  ru n n in g  up h e re  so o b v io u s ly  th e r e  
must be some m arket f o r  t h i s  s o r t  o f r e s o u rc e .
Oh s u re .  I  d o n 't  know w hether th e  news item  s a id ,  I  h a v e n 't  
h ea rd  i t ,  I  j u s t  d o n 't  know how much i t  c o s ts  to  s e t  up a  
s o la r  b a l lo o n ,  b u t o f  c o u rse , a t  t h i s  s ta g e  o f th e  game i t ' s  
a  p ro to ty p e  and how ch eap ly  you cou ld  make them f o r  everyday  
u se  goodness knows. But o b v io u s ly  i f  you have th o u sa n d s  o f 
th e  th in g s  th e n  you a re  g o ing  to  have a  problem  w ith  a i r  
t r a f f i c  c o n t ro l  and a l l  o f  th e se  th in g s  would th e n  have to  become 
in t e n t l y  r e g u la te d  b u t i n . .  a i r  space fu n n ily  enough i s n ' t  
a l l  t h a t  p l e n t i f u l  becau se  o f th e  h ig h  speed  o f th e  e x i s t i n g  
a i r l i n e s  t h a t  o p e ra te  and th o se  may fad e  a  b i t ,  we have h e a rd  
o f B r i t i s h  A irw ays hav ing  to  c u t down some o f t h e i r  i n t e r n a l  
r o u te s ,  a l l  th e  same we a re  a  lo n g  way from peo p le  j u s t  b e in g  
a b le  to  use  b a l lo o n s  fo r  ev ery th in g *
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RVIEWER Have you go t any id e a s  now on th e  developm ent o f th e  t h i r d  
w orld , p o l i t i c a l l y  and econom ica lly?
LL W ell i t  would be easy  to  say no w o u ld n 't i t  ( la u g h te r )  
economic developm ent -  th e  problem  of economic developm ent 
o f th e  t h i r d  w orld  i s  th a t  in  th e  p a s t  we have th o u g h t in  te rm s 
o f m echanising  th e  a g r i c u l tu r e  and a k in d  o f  i n d u s t r i a l  
r e v o lu t io n  now in  a way i n d u s t r i a l  r e v o lu t io n s  worked in  a 
m in o r ity  o f c o u n tr ie s  because  th e y  c o u ld ,h a v in g  go t to  a  p o in t  
where th e y  cou ld  produce f a r  more s t u f f  fo r  th e  same amount 
o f  la b o u r  and in p u t ,  s e l l  i t  to  every  body e l s e  who d i d n ' t  
have any in d u s tr y ,  b u t when y o u 'v e  go t to  th e  p o in t  where 
more th a n  h a l f  th e  c o u n t r ie s  in  th e  w orld  a re  i n d u s t r i a l i s e d  
th e n  th e  m arket f o r  th e  rem ainder to  i n d u s t r i a l i s e  i s n ' t  
q u i te  so obv ious and th e  p r o s p e r i ty  th a t  m ight come from  t h a t  
i s n ' t  so g r e a t  e i t h e r ,  so i f  every  t in y  c o u n try  in  
South Am erica o r  South  A f r ic a  o r N orth A f r ic a  f o r  t h a t  m a t te r ,  
and th e  m in o r ity  neighbourhoods o f A sia  g e t to  p roduce a l l  
t h e i r  own m an u fac tu res  th e n , th o se  o f u s  who have been  p ro d u c in g  
th o se  th in g s  b e fo re  have go t to  make th in g s  t h a t  th e y  c a n ' t  
make. But e v e n tu a l ly  you ru n  o u t o f id e a s  o f  th in g s  t h a t  a re  
w orth  making o r  t h a t  peo p le  a r e . . . .  I  mean o b v io u s ly  th e r e  a re  
alw ays new in v e n tio n s ,  b u t th e re  i s n 't ; w e  have su dden ly  
d is c o v e re d , go ing  to  be a  p re p e tu a l  in c re a s e  in  p r o s p e r i ty  
fo r  everyone , th e r e f o r e ,  th e  peop le  to  buy a l l  th e  new 
in v e n tio n s  w i l l  be th in n e r  on th e  ground and maybe more 
a t t e n t i o n  shou ld  be p a id  to  g e t t in g  back  to  b a s ic s ,  t h a t  i s  
to  say , t r y in g  to  p ro v id e  enough food f o r  peo p le  to  l i v e  on .
RVIEWER But you would see t h a t  B r i t a i n 's  r o le  in  how to  h e lp  th e  t h i r d  
w orld  c o u n t r ie s  i s  p ro b ab ly  how to  produce more food?
,L W ell i t  cou ld  be t h a t ,  we have ex p o rte d  a g r i c u l t u r a l  m ach inery  
in  th e  p a s t ,  b u t in  a way we have go t so many t r o u b le s  o f  our 
own th a t  we a re  n o t r e a l l y  in  a p o s i t io n  to  h e lp  anybody e l s e  
and p e rh ap s  th e  b e s t  e x p o rt we can o f f e r  to  most o f  th e  t h i r d  
w orld c o u n tr ie s  i s  som ething l i k e  tw elve p e rc e n t unemployment 
o r an economic system  th a t  p roduces a v ery  u n e q u ita b le  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  betw een members o f th e  p u b l ic ,  I  mean I  d o n 't  th in k
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th a t  w e've go t a l l  t h a t  much to  s e l l  peop le a t  th e  moment, 
we need to  p u t ou r own house in  o rd e r  f i r s t  p e rh a p s .
CRVIEWER R igh t um ..
T h erea re  how ever, te c h n o lo g ic a l  id e a s  t h a t  we cou ld  g iv e  
p e o p le ,
ÜRVIEWER W ell such as?
1ER STRIKERS
RVIEWER
W ell I  mean, you can s e l l  peo p le  a n y th in g  th a t  th e y  want to  
buy o f  c o u rse , b u t th e re  i s  e x p e r t is e  in  th e  p ro d u c tio n  o f 
w e ll b o th  in  com puters system s and th a t  s o r t  o f  th in g  and a l l  
th o se  k in d  o f i n d u s t r i e s  and in  more advanced m ethods o f 
a g r i c u l t u r a l  p ro d u c tio n  th a n  a re  in  use  in ,  i f  you l i k e ,  h a l f  
th e  In d ia n  c o n t in e n t .  Not a l l  our methods a re  s u i t a b le  fo r  
over th e r e  b ecause  th e y  were developed  under B r i t i s h  c l im a t ic  
c o n d i t io n s  w hich d o n 't  r e a l l y  ap p ly  e x a c t ly  anywhere e l s e ,  
a l l  th e  same th e re  a re  th in g s  th e r e  t h a t  peop le  co u ld  maybe 
le a r n  from u s  o r a d a p t .
R ig h t. I  ex p ec t y o u 'v e  h ea rd  abou t th e  hunger s t r i k e r s  in  
th e  Maize p r i s o n .
NEVILL Yes I  h av e .
RVIEWER I  d o n 't  know i f  you a re  in  sympathy w ith  t h e i r  c a u se , b u t do 
you th in k  t h a t  p r i s io n e r s  sho u ld  be g iv e n  p o l i t i c a l  s t a tu s ?
.L No I  would ag ree  w ith  th e  governm ent l i n e  which sa y s  -  
to  th e  e x te n t  t h a t  i t  say s  t h a t  th e re  i s  no such th in g  a s  
p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s  because we d o n 't  have such a  th in g  a s  
p o l i t i c a l  p r i s i o n e r s .  I t ' s  n ev er been th e  p o l ic y  in  B r i t a i n  
a s  f a r  a s  I  know and I  w o u ld n 't  su p p o rt i t  a s  a  p o l i c y ,  to  
im p riso n  anyone fo r  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  b e l i e f s  a s  su ch . P eo p le  
have been  i n . . .  th o se  p eo p le  have been im p ris io n e d  b eca u se  th e y  
co n trav en ed  th e  law s abo u t c a r ry in g  arm am ents, o r in  some c a s e s
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d id  worse th in g s  l i k e  blow ing up p u b lic  p ro p e r ty  and th a t  
k ind  o f th in g ,  which a re  c o n tra ry  to  p u b lic  o rd e r  and a re  
j u s t  re g a rd e d  a s  an u n acc ep tab le  th in g s ,  b u t a re  e x p l i c i t l y  
i l l e g a l  fo r  one re a so n  o r  a n o th e r  and th e y  w è re n 't  im p ris io n e d  
because  o f t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  b e l i e f s .  What I  do th in k  i s  r i g h t  
i s  som ething th a t  peop le  l i k e  C a rd in a l McFee have s a id  th a t  
th e  B r i t i s h  cou ld  lo o k  to  p r is o n  c o n d it io n s  in  g e n e ra l and make 
a  number o f  im provem ents in  th e  l o t  o f p r i s io n e r s .  I  don ’ t  
th in k  th e re  i s  any advan tage in  t r e a t i n g  p r i s io n e r s  in  an 
inhuman way o r e x p e c tin g  them to  do th in g s  th a t  a re  b a s i c a l l y  
u n c i v i l i s e d .  I  d o n 't  see t h a t  th o se  have any re fo rm in g  e f f e c t  
a s  such and c e r t a in l y  c o n s ta n t rev iew  o f what goes on in  
p r is o n s ,a n d  th in k in g  abou t th e  th e r a p u t ic  e f f e c t  o f  p r is o n  
se rv ic e , sho u ld  le a d  to  c o n d it io n s  in  g e n e ra l in  p r is o n s  to  be 
more humane, b u t t h a t  h a s  n o th in g  to  do w ith  w hich p r i s io n e r s  
y o u 'r e  ta lk in g  abou t o r why th e y  were im p riso n ed , t h a t  sh o u ld  
ap p ly  to  a l l  p r i s io n e r s .
RVIEWER I  mean you would see  th e s e  p eo p le  in  th e  Maize p r i s o n ,  I  mean 
th e  f o lk  who a re  on hunger s t i k e  a s  t e r r o r i s t s  a s  su ch , would 
you?
:es
W ell i t  depends w hether th e y  have been  c o n v io ted  o f  t e r r o r i s t  
o f f e n c e s ,  I  th in k  you can o n ly  lo o k  upon a  p r i s io n e r  f o r  th e  
o ffe n c e  o f which he was c o n v ic te d  and n o t r e a l l y  w hat h i s  i n t e n t ­
io n s  w ere a t  th e  tim e , y o u 'v e  o n ly  go t h i s  word f o r  t h a t .
(VIEWER O.K. R ig h t Nev’l  have you g o t any p a r t i c u l a r  h o b b ie s  o r  
p a s tim e s  a p a r t  from your job  which r e a l l y  tu r n  you on o r  
i n t e r e s t  you o u ts id e  o f th e  O.U.?
,L W ell y e s .  ( la u g h te r )
[VIEWER Says he w ith  a  g r in  on h i s  f a c e .
L W ell t h a t ' s  r i g h t ,  I  suppose i f  you c a n 't  g r in  ab o u t th in g s  
th e n  you w o u ld n 't have a l o t  o f i n t e r e s t s .  I  have a  l o t  o f 
i n t e r e s t s  in  music which i s  n o th in g  to  do w ith  my O.U* work 
m o stly  a s  a , y o u 'r e  no t a  s p e c ta to r  in  m usic y o u 'r e  som eth ing
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e ls e  -  a l i s t e n e r  s p o r t .
:rviewer Which a s p e c ts  o f  m usic? I mean can you o u t l in e  th a t?
LL Most r e c e n t ly  th e  th in g s  th a t  I  g e t m ostrenjoym ent from a r e ,
I  th in k  -  chamber m usic, t h a t ’ s sm all g roups o f p la y e r s  i f  
you l i k e ,  r a t h e r  th a n  o r c h e s t r a l ,  and r a th e r  th a n  say  o p era  
o r  a b ig  s ta g e  w orks, um .. th e  g r e a t  p a r t  o f  my l i s t e n i n g  
o f c o u rse , te n d s  to  be r a d io  and to  some e x te n t  r e c o rd s  and 
ta p e s  and in  r e c e n t  y e a rs  because o f  th e  te c h n o lo g ic a l  
r e v o lu t io n ,  i f  you l i k e  t h a t  h as  made ta p in g  programmes v e ry  
easy  I  have in  some com poser’ s work which in t e r e s t e d  me, made 
r e c o rd in g s  o f a  number o f d i f f e r e n t  perfo rm ances and th e n  
t r i e d  to  compare them, and th a t  you know, g iv e s  you an in s ig h t  
in to  th e  d e t a i l  o f  th e  w r i t in g  th a t  you w ouldn’t  o th e rw ise  
h av e , so X found th a t  q u i te  an i n t e r e s t i n g  s tu d y .
(VIEWER How have you gone abou t do ing  th a t  though?
L W ell s im ply  I  th in k ,  where y o u ’ve_got a . . .  w e ll no n o t 
n e c e s s a r i l l y , where you see  t h a t  a  p ie c e  o f  m usic i s  marked 
in  th e  R adio Times a s  b e in g  abou t to  be p la y ed  and you th in k  
"oh I  l i k e  th a t  p ie c e "  o r "oh t h a t  com poser. I ’ve l i k e d  h i s  
m usic b e fo re  and I  don’ t  know th a t  p ie c e  I ’l l  r e c o rd  i t "  and 
th e n  i t  more o f te n  th a n  n o t seems to  happen th a t  th e  B .B .C . 
programme p la n n e rs  come up w ith  s e v e ra l  perfo rm an ces o f  a 
th in g  o v er a  s h o r t  p e r io d  o f  t im e . So t h a t  when t h e y . . o 
you v e ry  o f te n  can c o l l e c t  th r e e  o r  fo u r  d i f f e r e n t  v e r s io n s ,  
now som etim es when you compare th o se  i t  i s  q u i te  ob v io u s 
th a t  one o f  them i s  much more s t y l i s h  th a n  th e  o th e r ,  som etim es 
to o ,  you make a b o tch  o f  th e  re c o rd in g  in  one c a s e , and in  t h a t  
case  you keep th e  b e t t e r  r e c o rd in g .  But um .. som etim es th e re  
i s n ’ t  a l l  t h a t  much to  choose , o r  th e  perfo rm ances have 
H ^ ^ l i t i e s  t h a t  b a la n c e  each  o th e r  o u t,  one i s  b e t t e r  in  some 
r e s p e c t s  and a n o th e r  in  a n o th e r ,  o r so i t  seem s, and o b v io u s ly , 
to  some e x te n t  th o se  d i f f e r e n c e s  a re  s u b je c t iv e  and to  some 
e x te n t  th ey  a re  n o t ,  and t h a t ’ s a problem  th a t  h as  alw ays 
i n t e r e s t e d  me to  th e  e x te n t  o f which th e  ch o ice  o f  q u a l i ty  
in  m usic a s  w e ll a s  q u a l i ty  in  perform ance can be h e ld  to  be
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s u b je c t iv e  and to  what e x te n t  th e re  a re  r e a l  th in g s  th e re  
th a t  you can p in p o in t  and th a t  you cou ld  d e s c r ib e ,  where you 
can say "w e ll t h i s  chap h as  c l e a r ly  go t a b e t t e r  tech n o lo g y  
th a n  t h a t  o n e" . So th o se  a re  th e  th in g s  th a t  can come ou t 
o f t h a t  s tu d y  and you le a r n  more about th e  music i t s e l f  o f s  
c o u rse .
RVIEWER And abou t th e  composer?
W ell y es  abou t h i s  method o f composing c e r t a in l y ,  and how he 
s t r u c tu r e d  th e  th in g  and p u t i t  to g e th e r .  I t ' s  very  o f te n  
th e  case  t h a t  some perfo rm ances convey an id e a  o f  s t r u c tu r e  
which i s  a b s e n t ,in  o th e rs  and t h a t . . .
RVIEWER What do you mean by an id e a  o f s t r u c tu r e ?
X W ell t h a t  you sense  s t r u c tu r e  a s  you l i s t e n  to  th e  th in g  th ro u g h , 
i t 's e e m s  to  have a shape to  i t .  from one end o f t h e . . .  from th e  
b eg in n in g  o f  th e  movement to  th e  end you g e t a  sense  o f  
c o n t in u i ty  and flow  and shape and form i f  you l i k e ,  w hereas 
in  o th e r s  you f e e l  t h a t  i t  i s n ' t  le a d in g  anyw here, o r  you . . . .  
i t  i s n ' t  obv ious to  you where i t  i s  le a d in g  and t h a t ' s  
som etim es s im ply  becau se  th e  p e rso n  who p la y s  i t  w ith  a  sen se  
o f  form , i s  one who h a s  l iv e d  w ith  t h a t  m usic f o r  a  lo n g  tim e , 
he h a s  p e rh ap s  had i t  i n  h i s  r e p e r t o i r e  f o r  f i f t e e n  y e a r s  and 
alw ays l i k e d  i t  and so he i s  c o n s ta n t ly  g iv in g  p e rfo rm an ces 
and he le a r n s  more abou t i t  a s  he goes on th ro u g h  h i s  c a r e e r ,  
w hereas th e  o th e r  chap i s  more o r  l e s s  s ig h t  r e a d in g  i t  a s  i t  
w ere , I  mean, a  b i t  b e t t e r  th a n  t h a t ,  b u t  th e  perfo rm ance i s  
n o t so w e ll  p re p a re d  because  th e  p eo p le  h a v e n 't .* ,  o r  you g e t 
a  group o f  peo p le  p la y in g  to g e th e r  who h a v e n 't  been  to g e th e r  
a l l  t h a t  lo n g  o r a l l  t h a t  o f te n .
VIEWER What o th e r  i n t e r e s t s  have you?
What o th e r  i n t e r e s t s  have I  -  w e ll th e a t r e  and dance , I  have 
a t te n d e d  q u i te  a b i t ,  you know th o se  a re  th e  th in g s  t h a t  you 
d o n 't  see  so much on, w e ll you can see  some drama on t e l e v i s i o n .
VIEWER Which a s p e c ts ,  I  mean i s  i t  dance te ch n iq u e?
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LL No I  d o n 't  th in k  so , i t  i s  th e  e x p re s s io n  a l l i e d  w ith  th e  
m usic, where th ey  use music o r th e  sounds where th e y  use . 
sounds a s  a background to  t h a t ,  b u t I  would have th o u g h t 
th a t  i t  was th e  id e a  o f  e x p re s s in g  em otions and o th e r  th in g s  
tm  p e rh a p s , b u t e s s e n t i a l l y . . * . .
RVIEWER W ell such as?
LL W ell j u s t  a c t i v i t i e s  i f  you l i k e ,  th rough  mime u s u a l ly ,  
use  a  sym bolised  method o f body movement th e re  to  e x p re s s  
a c t i v i t i e s , b u t  to  e x p re s s  em otion i s  more a m a tte r  o f  body s t y l e ,  
b u t e x p re s s in g  th a t  th ro u g h  a  body movement i s  v e ry  i n t e r e s t i n g  
so t h a t  t h e . . .  t h a t ' s  th e  r o le  o f  th e  choreography  in  way, 
and th e  r o le  o f th e  d an ce rs  th em se lv es  i s  p h y c ia l ly  c a r ry in g  
i t  o u t .
RVIEWER What abou t th e a t r e ?
X Yes s u re ,  um .. th e re  have been some q u i te  i n t e r e s t i n g  r e v iv a l s  
o f  p la y s  w r i t t e n  around th e  tu rn  o f  th e  cen tu ry , l a t e l y  by 
peo p le  l i k e  W ilde and Shaw and so f o r th ,  w hich we have fo llo w ed  
to  some d eg ree  and th e  o th e r  th in g  i s  t h a t  sm a ll com panies 
te n d  to  be t r / i iv in g  a s  opposed to  very  b ig  ones um. * in  th e  
p ro v in c e s .  B ecause I  d o n 't  g e t to  London v e ry  much ...............
VIEWER So i t ' s  more su p p o rt o f  t h e a t r i c a l  com panies th a n  w hat you a re  
see in g ?
Oh no i  wouldn» ts a y  t h a t .  No th e  p la y  i s  im p o rta n t o f  c o u rse , 
b u t th e  way in  w hich i t  i s  done by th e  v a r io u s  f r in g e  th e a t r e  
com panies and th e  k in d  o f  s t u f f  th ey  p u t on -  e x p e rim e n ta l 
t h e a t r e  i f  you l i k e ,  y e s  i t  i s  t r u e  th a t  a  c e r t a in  amount o f  
i t  i s  in  th e  s ty le  r a th e r  th a n  th e  c o n te n t b u t you c a n ' t  
d iv o rc e  th o se  two th in g s ,  th e y  a re  in e x t r ic a b ly  mixed u p .
But i t  j u s t  i s  t h a t  in  p la c e s  l i k e  Northam pton and C o v en try , 
you see  f a r  more good f r in g e  th e a t r e  th a n  you do good s t r a i g h t
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t h e a t r e .
:R VIEWER Yes, I  mean what do you p e rs o n a lly  g a in  from f r in g e  th e a t r e  
a s  opposed from s t r a i g h t  th e a tr e ?
LL W ell I  th in k  th e  f a c t  th a t  i f  you l i k e ,  we a re  a l l  f a m i l i a r  
w ith  what s t r a i g h t  th e a t r e  c o n s i s t s  o f ,  so th a t  you know th e  
k in d s  o f th in g  th a t  good a c to r s  can add to  a  p la y  over and 
above j u s t  re a d in g  th e  s c r i p t ,  b u t w ith  f r in g e  t h e a t r e ,  th e y  
a re  e x p e rim en tin g  w ith  d i f f e r e n t  b le n d s  o f d i f f e r e n t  te c h n iq u e s  
and d i f f e r e n t  am ounts o f each and d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  im pu ts 
and d i f f e r e n t  n o is e s  and caco p h o n ies , m ethods o f  bang ing  and 
one th in g  and a n o th e r  and a l l  th o se  a re  s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t  
s t y l e s  o f p u t t in g  an id e a  a c ro s s  and som etim es th e y  work and 
som etim es th e y  dorft. But by fo llo w in g  th o s e ,  w e ll i t  i s  
i n t e r e s t i n g  when i t  does work, because  you e x p e rie n c e  som ething 
t h a t  i s  in v e n t iv e  i t s e l f  a s  w e ll a s  th e  in v e n tiv e n e s s  o f  th e  
c o n te n t o f  th e  p la y .  So you a re  g a in in g  e x p e rie n c e  a t  two 
l e v e l s  r a th e r  th a n  one in  a s e n se .
RVIEWER So th o se  a re  your th r e e  main i n t e r e s t s ?
X T h a t 's  h a rd  to  sa y , I  suppose th e r e  a re  o th e r s  a s  w e ll ,  
b u t th o se  a re  th e  th r e e  th in g s  t h a t  I  have sp e n t most tim e 
on I  th in k .
RVIEWER What o th e r  th in g s  a re  you in t e r e s t e d  in  th en ?
X W ell I 'v e  alw ays been  in t e r e s t e d  i n . .  now i s  t h i s  p a r t  o f 
my work o r  i s n ' t  i t ,  t h a t ' s  a q u e s t io n .  I 'v e  a lw ays been  
in t e r e s t e d  in  t r a n s p o r t  -  t h a t ' s  p u b lic  t r a n s p o r t  p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  
and t k  way i t  o p e ra te s  and um .. th e  econom ics o f  i t ,  now in  a 
way t h a t  i s  a  d i s c i p l in e  i n t e r e s t  b u t th e  work I 'm  d o ing  a t  th e  
moment i s n ' t  d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  to  t h a t  I  suppose . But I  do te n d  
a s  an ex-m ethods s tu d y  man, to  n o t ic e  th in g s  t h a t  a r e  g o ing  on
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and th o se  a re  th e  f i e l d s  in  which one i s ,  w e ll l e t ' s  say  
you on ly  have to  have a lo n g  w a it betw een t r a i n s  a t  a 
co n n ec tio n  to  s t a r t  t r y in g  to  f ig u re  ou t how th e y  cou ld  make 
th e  d e la y s  l e s s  annoy ing .
(RVIEWER E s p e c ia l ly  a t  Long Buckby?
LL
CE TO SOMEONE GETTING 
lED.
RVIEWER
W ell we d o n 't  change t r a i n s  a t  Long Buckby, i f  you have a  lo n g  
w a it th e r e ,  i t ' s  e i t h e r  because  th e  t r a i n  i s  l a t e  o r  y o u 'v e  
m issed  i t .  ( la u g h te r )  and m iss in g  i t  i s  on you, w hereas th e  
l a t e  ru n n in g  i s  I  suppose , you m ight th in k  abou t t h a t  a  b i t ,  
b u t th e  l a s t  two o r th r e e  weeks t h a t  h a s n 't  been  a  m ajor 
•problem. T hey 've c le a re d  up th e  t r a c k  works th a t  th e y 'v e  
been  d o in g , so th in g s  a re  a  b i t  b e t t e r  j u s t  now.
R ig h t O.K. th e n  Nev'l, I ' l l  tu r n  over th e  ta p e .  Now Nev'l have 
you go t any ad v ice  t h a t  you would g iv e  to  anybody g e t t in g  
m arried ?
Oh su re  ( la u g h te r )  how much ad v ice  do y o u . . .
RVIEWER W ell l e t ' s  have i t  th e n , an y th in g  I  mean, i f  you can t a l k  
a t  le n g th  on t h a t ,  i t  w i l l  be su p e rb . I t ' s  a  d i f f i c u l t  one 
and I  sh o u ld  th in k  th a t  p ro b a b ly  you have th o u g h t a b o u t.
Um.. w e ll do you mean ad v ice  t h a t  you g iv e  to  p eo p le  who 
have d e f i n i t e l y  d ec id ed  to  g e t m a rr ie d , o r  do you mean ad v ice  
on w hether to  g e t m a rr ie d  o r  n o t?
[VIEWER W ell e i t h e r  o r  b o th , depending  on i f  you have r e a l l y  th o u g h t 
th ro u g h  th e  prob'elm , I  mean o b v io u s ly . I 'v e  n o t th o u g h t o f 
b o th  a s p e c ts ,  and o th e r  p eo p le  h a v e n 't  a s  w e ll .  A l o t  o f  
peo p le  h a v e n 't  th o u g h t abou t i t  a t  a l l .  So i f  you have 
th o u g h t o f b o th  th o se  a s p e c t s ,  i t  would be i n t e r e s t i n g  to  
h e a r .
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ikk W e l l  l e t ' s  s t a r t  w i t h  p e o p l e  who a r e  t r y i n g  t o  d e c i d e
w hether to  g e t m a rr ie d , in  a way I  d o n 't  th in k  w hether 
to  g e t m arried  a s  such , i s  th e  most im p o rtan t th in g .  I t  u sed  
to  be a t  one tim e b u t in  s o c ie ty  a s  i t  i s  today  i t  i s  a cc ep ted  
th a t  some peo p le  l i v e  to g e th e r  and w hether th e y  a re  c a l le d  
m a rried  o r no t i s  on ly  a s  im p o rtan t a s  i t  i s  to  them r e a l l y ,  
and maybe to  t h e i r  f a m i l ie s ,  b u t t h a t ' s  a  q u e s tio n  o f  a t t i t u d e s .  
I f  we ta k e  th e  l a b e l s  ou t o f i t  and t a l k  abou t peop le  making 
a d e c is io n  w hether to  l i v e  w ith  someone e l s e  p erm an en tly , o r  
a t  l e a s t  p erm anen tly  in  in t e n t io n  a t  th e  tim e th a t  th e y  s t a r t .  
Yes th e n  o b v io u s ly  th e re  a re  p ie c e s  o f ad v ice  one would g iv e . 
Now th e re  a re  s e v e ra l ,  c a te g o r ie s  o f ad v ice  I  suppose and th e re  
a re  some th in g s  t h a t  I  know th a t  would be n e c e ssa ry  f o r  me, 
which a r e n ' t  n e c e s sa ry  f o r  a l l  o th e r  peo p le  i n  th o se  c o n d i t ­
io n s ,  f o r  in s ta n c e  I  w o u ld n 't  m yself recommend anybody to  
embark on such a r e l a t i o n s h ip  u n le s s  th e y  were c o n f id e n t o f  
b e in g  a b le  to  l i v e  harm oneously w ith  th e  o th e r  p e rso n  and 
th a t  th e y  d i d n ' t  ex p ec t to  have a  lo a d  o f  argum ents abou t 
c o m p a ritiv e  t r i v i a l i t i e s , a n d  th a t  on th e  c o n tra ry  most th in g s  
d id  seem to  be u n im p o rtan t compared to  th e  a s p e c t o f  b e in g  
to g e th e r  * But some p eo p le  seem to  th r iv e  on argum ents and 
r e a l l y  l i k e  h av in g  somebody th e re  to  argue w ith  and t h e r e 's  
no re a so n  why, i f  somebody i s  l i k e  t h a t ,  w e ll i f  b o th  p a r t i e s  
a re  l i k e  t h a t  th e y  s h o u ld n 't  be happy to g e th e r ,  though a g a in  
my f e e l in g  would be t h a t  you s h o u ld 'n t  c o n s id e r  th e  s o r t  o f  
r e l a t i o n s h ip  t h a t  a  m arriag e  would im ply w ith  somebody u n le s s  
you c a re  a t  l e a s t  a s  much abou t t h e i r  w e ll b e in g  and p e r s o n a l  
developm ent, a s  you do abou t your own and th a t  w ants to  be 
r e c ip r o c a te d  r e a l l y ,  um* «, because  you do need to  be v e ry  much 
in v o lv e d  in  what th e  o th e r  p e rso n  i s  do ing  and h e lp in g  them on 
t h e i r  way and in  e n s u r in g , w ith o u t f e e l in g  im posed upon t h a t  
what you do i s  com patib le  w ith  what th e y  want to  do . So th o se  
a re  p e rh ap s  th e  most im p o rta n t th in g s  and th e  im portance  o f 
m arriag e  a s  such i s  d i f f e r e n t  f o r  d i f f e r e n t  p a i r s  o f  p e o p le , 
so I  th in k  th a t  th e  ad v ice  I  would g iv e  would be n o t on th e  
m arriage  a s  such . Now o f co u rse  i f  somebody h as  a l l i 'e a d y  
dec id ed  th a t  th e y  a re  go ing  to  g e t m a rr ie d , th e n  a g a in  t h a t
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depends on w hether th a t  i s  j u s t  a la b e l  to  a s i t u a t io n  th a t  
a lre a d y  e x is te d  o r ,  w hether th e y  mean th a t  th e y  a re  going  
to  l i v e  to g e th e r  f o r  th e  f i r s t  tim e , and um .. my ad v ice  
would be I  suppose , w e ll u n le s s  th ey  don’t  f e e l  about each 
o th e r  in  much th e  same k in d  o f  way a s  I ’ve j u s t  d e s c r ib e d , 
th e n  i t  maybe n o t such a good id e a .  But i f  th e y  do f e e l  
s t r o n g ly  t h a t  th e y  want to  o p e ra te  to g e th e r  and th a t  th e y  
want to  be to g e th e r , t h a t  th e y  want to  c o l la b o ra te  in  e v e ry ­
th in g  th a t  th  y do, a p a r t  p e rh ap s  from work o r o c c u p a tio n s , 
th e n  f i n e ,  why n o t?  and i f  i t  s u i t s  them o r t h e i r  r e l a t i v e s  
o r somebody e l s e ,  even t h e i r  income ta x  th e n  good lu c k  to  
them* I  don ’t  know i f  th a t  sum m arises i t  a d e q u a te ly * . . .  «
RVIEWER I s  t h a t  th e  f i r s t  c a te g o ry  o f  peop le?
X W ell what I ’ve t r i e d  to  do was, I  gave you th e  f i r s t  c a te g o ry , 
b u t I  c a n 't  remember which way I ’ve p u t th e  c a te g o r ie s  now, 
b u t I  gave you f i r s t  th e  peo p le  who were undecided  w hether 
to  g e t m a rried  and I  j u s t  gave you a m o d if ic a tio n  a f te rw a rd s  
f o r  p eo p le  who have d ec id ed  to  g e t m a rr ie d . O b v iously , when 
peo p le  have made th e  d e c is io n ,  you don’t  r e a l l y  t r y  to  
in f lu e n c e  i t  becau se  i t  i s  t h e i r  d e c is io n  and n o t y o u rs . I t ’ s  
on ly  a  m a tte r  o f ,  i f  you th in k  th e y  have overlo o k ed  some o f  th e  
th in g s  t h a t  a re  in v o lv e d  and t r y in g  to  e x p la in  to  them what 
you s e e , a s  a  p e rso n  p e rh ap s  who h as  ex p e rie n c e d  m a rriag e  o r  
som ething l i k e  i t ,  o r  h as  been  m a rried  and h as  f a i l e d  to  
e x p e rie n c e  what ought to  be i n  i t  a t  th e  tim e . The a d v ic e  t h a t  
you can g iv e  o f  c o n t r ib u t in g  your e x p e rie n c e  and t h e i r s .
Of c o u rse , most p eo p le  a re  a  b i t  r e lu c t a n t  to  ap p ly  o th e r  
peo p le  te e x p e rie n c e  to  th e i r ,  own s i t u a t i o n  and th e r e f o r e ,  th e  
e x te n t  to  which you can h e lp f u l ly  g iv e  ad v ice  i s  r a t h e r  
l im i te d ,  b u t t h a t  i s n ’t  what you asked  me.
VIEWER R igh t can you t e l l  me Nev'l what you th in k  your job  a t  
th e  Open U n iv e rs i ty  in v o lv e s?
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Yg g . .  ( l a u g h t e r )
(RVIEWER Do you th in k  i t  i s  a s tra n g e  q u estio n ?  -  my jo b .
L,L W ell you a c tu a l ly  jump about r a th e r ,  b u t th a t  d o esn ’t  m a t te r .  
The job  i s  a t  th e  moment to  m a in ta in  one p a r t i c u l a r  co u rse  
s t a t i s t i c a l  so u rc e s , t h i s  i s  th e  main in g re d ie n t  o f  th e  jo b . 
Such t h a t  s tu d e n ts  can le a r n  from i t  in  th e  way th a t  i t  was 
in te n d e d  by u p d a tin g  th e  a ss ig n m en ts  p a r t i c u l a r l y  and to  some 
e x te n t  an invo lvm ent in  th e  renew al o f th e  l a s t  s ta g e s  o f  
main t e x t .  I  mean, th o se  who a re  a lre a d y  in  um ,. n e a r ly  
f in i s h e d  th a t  p a r t ,  th e y  a re  a lre a d y  in  second d r a f t ,  so 
th e  fo rm a tiv e  p a r t  o f i t  h as  r e a l l y  ended. We’ve g o t a  chunk 
o f aud io  v is io n  to  rem ake, so th e r e  i s  a  b i t  o f  rem aking , 
b u t i t  i s  m ostly  m a in ta in in g  ass ig n m en ts  and s e t t i n g  exam­
in a t io n s  and w orking w ith  th e  exam ining b o ard  and t h a t  s o r t  
o f th in g .  T h a t’s th e  main in g re d ie n t  o f my work h e re ,  now 
o b v io u s ly  th e re  a re  th in g s  on th e  s id e  o f  t h a t ,  w hich in c lu d e  
um .. g iv in g  o f f  ad v ice  on s t a t i s t i c a l  m a tte r s  to  o th e r  members 
o f th e  f a c u l ty  who m ight want i^: when th e y  re q u e s t  i t .  We 
have p u t a  n o te  in  th e  B u l l e t i n  so t h a t  th e y  know t h a t , t h a t ’ s ,  
to  rem ind peop le  t h a t  t h a t  f a c i l i t y  i s  a v a i la b l e ,  t h a t ’ s one 
th in g .  Some p a r t i c i p a t i o n  in  o th e r  co u rse  work, some p a r t i c i ­
p a t io n  i n  g e n e ra l f a c u l ty  b u s in e s s  and a n o th e r  th in g  t h a t  I ’ve 
done h e re  w hich i s n ’t  p a r t  o f  my jo b , b u t which i s . . . .
RVIEWER Do you see  a s  p a r t  o f  i t  though?
LL No, no n o t r e a l l y  i t ’ s  a  v o lu n ta ry  s id e  e f f e c t ,  you d o n ’t  
want to  h e a r  a b o u t.
RVIEWER No no. I ’d be i n t e r e s t e d  come on.
LL A nother th in g  t h a t  I  have done th e n , i s  l i v in g  w here Id o , a lm o st 
on th e  boundary o f  th e  E a s t and West M id lands, i s  to  c o l l e c t  
a  c e r t a in  amount o f  in fo rm a tio n  abou t t h e a t r e s  and m usic and 
dance e v e n ts ,  and p a ss  them on to  o th e r  peop le  who I  know a re
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in t e r e s t e d ,  in c lu d in g  Mike B o u liv a n t, who i s  th e  th e a tr e  
c o -o rd in a to r  f o r  O.U. and L iz  W hite leg  who i s  th e  dance 
c o -o rd in a to r ,  so by fe e d in g  them w ith  s t u f f  t h a t  comes o u t 
o f West M idlands which i s  on our d o o rs te p , th e n  th e y  can 
p a s s  on to  t h e i r  members o r o th e rw ise  and a rra n g e  p a r t i e s  
to  go to  th in g s  and I  found th a t  q u i te  a  rew ard ing  th in g  to  
do th a t  peo p le  ta k e  t h a t  i n t e r e s t .
(VIEWER Going back to  th e  news ite m s  which we have d is c u s s e d , um 
how i n t e r e s t e d  would you say  you a r e ,  o r have been  in  c u r r e n t  
to p ic s  in  th e  news? Are you v e ry  in te r e s te d ?
L No. t h e y 'r e  r e a l l y  on th e  f r in g e ,  I  mean I 'v e  g o t to  g e t my 
p e rs o n a l com m ittm ents r i g h t  f i r s t  and I  o b v io u s ly . ,  news 
e v e n ts  a re  im p o rta n t when th e y  im pinge d i r e c t l y  on t h a t ,  b u t 
so lo n g  a s  th e y  a re  o u ts id e  your p e rso n a l l i f e s t y l e  and you 
c a n 't  in f lu e n c e  tnm d i r e c t l y ,  th e n  y o u l i s te n  to  them w ith  
i n t e r e s t ,  som etim es w ith  h o r r o r ,  b u t i t ' s  no good l e t t i n g  
them be to o  b ig  a  p a r t  o f your, l i f e ,  o th e rw ise  t h e y ' l l  
swamp th e  th in g s  t h a t  y o u 'r e  t r y in g  to  do y o u r s e l f  and i t  
g e ts  o u t o f  hand.
(VIEWER You say  y o u 'v e  g o t to  g e t your p e rs o n a l com m ittm ents r i g h t  
f i r s t ,  I  co u ld  ta k e  t h a t  two ways, e i t h e r  t h a t  y o u 'r e  b e in g , 
your f i r s t  p r i o r i t y ,  t h a t  th e  f i r s t  th in g  you c o n s id e r .  Or 
you have g o t th in g s  w hich you th in k  shou ld  be p u t r i g h t .
W ell th e r e  a re  th in g s  i n  my work th a t  a re  n o t up to  d a te ,  and 
th o se  have to  be b ro u g h t up to  d a te .  There a re  re s e a rc h , 
i n t e r e s t s  and th in g s  o u ts id e  t h a t ,  and th e r e  a re  th in g s ,  i f  
you l i k e , i n  p e rs o n a l  r e l a t io n s h ip s  which maybe a r e n ' t  v e ry  
demanding a t  one tim e , b u t do r e q u ir e  a  c e r t a in  in p u t ,  o r  
you f e e l  l i k e  making a c e r t a in  in p u t ,  and um .. t h o s e . ,  
one h as  to  m a in ta in  a b a la n c e  betw een th e se  th in g s  I  th in k .
But a l l  th o se  do ta k e  up tim e , s u re ,  and th e  p o l i t i c a l  e v e n ts  
o f th e  w orld  d o n 't  have a d i r e c t  b e a r in g  on them from day to  
day even ts*  J u s t  because  o f  th e  n a tu re  o f th e  g e n e ra l  c o n s t r a i n t  
we a re  i n ,  b u t o b v io u s ly  w ith  my c o n t ra c t  coming to  an end
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in  s ix  months tim e , th e n  I 'm  in  a d i f f e r e n t  b a l l  game 
and I 'v e  go t to  change my th in k in g .
(RVIEWER So you a re  go ing  to  a n o th e r job  in  a c tu a l  f a c t?
LL W ell th a t  * s  p u t t in g  i t  to o  c o n c re te ly  I  th in k .  There a re  o n ly  
vague th in g s  f l o a t in g  around at th e  moment b u t I  c a n 't  say  
to  what e x te n t  th e  g e n e ra l p o l i t i c a l  s i t u a t io n  w i l l  in f lu e n c e  
i t ,  ex cep t t h a t  a t  one tim e i t  was a  very  easy  m a tte r  to  g e t 
^ jo b , you o n ly  had to  ap p ly  fo r  one* Whereas nowdays you 
have to  ap p ly  f o r  two o r th r e e  hundred in  o rd e r  to  g e t one, 
and th a t  does make a  d i f f e r e n c e  i t  makes i t  much h a rd e r ,  
and much more b o r in g  and much more u n p le a sa n t and you te n d  
to  th ink  to  y o u r s e l f  w e ll maybe i f  jo b s  a re  t h a t  h a rd  to  come 
by,maybe th a t  i s n ' t  what I  shou ld  be doing  anyway. So in  a 
way Qtt w idens your h o r iz o n , you te n d  to  be more f r e e  th in k in g  
abou t i t  I  th in k .
RVIEWER Would you say  t h a t  you a re  v e ry  w e ll in form ed abou t news 
itemSo
X No.
(VIEWER You w o u ld n 't  say  t h a t  you were v e ry  w e ll in form ed  a t  a l l ?
L I  w o u ld n 't have th o u g h t so n o . I  mean what te n d s  to  happen 
i s ,  I  p e rh ap s  a  r a d io  b ro a d c a s t i n  th e  morning b e fo re  I  
come o u t , i n  which th e r e  a re  v a r io u s  news h e a d l in e s ,  b u t 
som etim es you h e a r  i t  tw ice  you know. I  m ight h e a r  i t  
a t  e ig h t  o c lo ck  and th e n  a g a in  a t  n in e  and by th e  tim e th e  
th in g  comes round a t  n in e  I  w o n 't say  th a t  th e  news i s  a 
s u r p r is e  to  me, b u t I  d o n 't  remember what i t  was u n t i l  th e  
man say s  i t  a g a in . And two o r  th r e e  h o u rs  l a t e r  th e r e  may be 
on ly  a few th in g s  th a t  have s tu c k  because I  c a n . . b ecau se  th e y  
a re  o f  some more d i r e c t  i n t e r e s t  to  me I  suppose . At t h i s  tim e 
o f y e a r  f o r  in s ta n c e ,  one i s  a l i t t l e  b i t  co n sc io u s  o f  what i s  
go ing  on in  B r i t i s h  p o l i t i c s  because th e re  seems to  be a l o t
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RVIEWER
th e re  w ith  th e  T.U.C. and th e  Labour p a r ty  go ing  in  
umpteen directions you know, that sort of thing, one does 
fo llo w  th o se  e v e n ts  and I  do remember th a t  John MacEnroe 
won another tennis championship, the third successive one, 
so th o se  s o r t  o f  th in g s  do s t i c k  I  suppose b u t b ro a d ly  
speaking, I think that nine tenths of the news you forget 
i t  and you would go in sa n e  i f  you d i d n ' t .
O.K. th a n k s  v e ry  much th e n  N e v il l .
RVIEWER
t r a n s c r i p t  15 462
I n t e r v i e w  w i L h  P c L e r
R ig h t th e n  Peter how do you see  th e  c u r re n t s i t u a t i o n  in  Poland?
I  must s t a r t  by say in g  th a t  my fo llo w in g  o f  th a t  s i t u a t i o n  
h as  been r e l a t i v e l y  s p o t ty  and u n t i l  a  few months ago I  was 
u nder c o n s id e ra b le  h a rd  work and was no t w atch ing  th e  p a p e rs  
v e ry  r e g u la r ly  um .. so I  have some background knowledge over 
th e  p a s t  te n  y e a r s  w atch ing  th e  developm ent o r th e  f a i l u r e  o f 
developm ent o f  w orkers  movement, o r  a  f r e e  t r a d e  u n ion  movement 
d u rin g  th e  p e r io d  I 9 7 O -  I 9 7 8  and on ly  in  th e  l a s t  coup le  o f 
months have I  been  a b le  to  spend some tim e re a d in g  th e  p a p e rs  
on a  r e g u la r  b a s i s  to  fo llo w  som ething o f  th e  developm ent o f 
th e  S o l id a r i t y  co n feren ce  and th e  c o n f ro n ta t io n  betw een a  f r e e  
t r a d e  u n io n  and a ls o  um .. a  f r e e  t r a d e  u n ion  and th e  P o l is h  
Communist p a r ty  on th e  one hand and b a s i c a l ly  th e  f r e e  tr a q d e  
u n io n s  a g a in s t  th e  S o v ie t Union and th e  r e s t  o f  th e  Warsaw p a c t  
c o u n t r ie s  on th e  o th e r ,  um .. I  f e e l  . .  i f  you asked  how I  
view ed th e  c u r re n t  s i t u a t i o n  um .. I  th in k  i t ' s  ex trem ely  p r e c a r -  
i u s  I  th in k  s o l i d a r i t y  i s  s i t t i n g  v e ry  c lo se  t o ,  a s  an  ex trem e 
a  p o s i t io n  a s  th e y  can w ith o u t p rovok ing  S o v ie t m i l i t a r y  
r e t a l i a t i o n ,  how f a r  we can compare th e  p re s e n t  developm ents 
betw een th e  S o v ie t Union and P o land  w ith  th o se  o f  th e  S o v ie t 
U nion and C zec h o slo v ak ia  i n  th e  s p r in g  o f  '6 8  i s  h a rd  to  t e l l .  
O bviously  th e  Czeck Communist p a r ty  went to o  f a r  and th e  S o v ie t 
U nion f e l t  d e c id e d ly  th re a te n e d  um now a  s im i la r  form o f  t h r e a t  
i s  coming i n  th e  sense  t h a t  i f  some k in d  o f  d u a l power system  
o r  some k in d  o f  b a s ic  change i n  th e  governm ental s t r u c t u r e  o f  
P o land  comes a b o u t, th e n  y o u 'r e  go ing  to  have p r e s s u re s  f o r  
th o se  changes to  come abou t i n  H ungary, maybe some re v iv e d  
p re s s u re  in  C zec h o slav ak ia  a lth o u g h  one d o e s n 't  know how 
s u c c e s s fu l  t h a t  would b e , g iv e n  t h a t  th e  m o b i l is a t io n  h a s  been  
g o ing  on f o r  a  f u l l  te n  y e a r s  um .. maybe some k in d  o f  l e v e l l i n g  
o f  th e  d i s s id e n t  movement in  R u ss ia  i t s e l f  so S o l id a r i t y  h a s  to  
be v e ry  c a r e f u l  to  m a in tia n  c o n tin u in g  p ro g re s s  w ith in  i t s  
movement so th a t  th e  peo p le  who su p p o rt th e  movement w i l l  f e e l  
t h a t  th e y  a re  g e t t in g  somewhere, d o n 't  g e t d i s i lu s io n e d  and go 
home, o r g e t d isilL usioned  and go b e r s e rk ,  a t  th e  same tim e  one
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h as to  r e a l i s e  th a t  a t  some p o in t  th e  R u ss ian s  may choose 
to  come in ,  r e g a r d le s s  o f th e  c o s t ,  th e  very  r e a l  c o s t th a t  
th e y  would fa c e  in  ta k in g  over P o lan d . Both w ith  r e s p e c t  to  
th e  f ig h t in g  th a t  would go on in  P oland  and th e  d e t e r io r a t i n g  
r e l a t i o n s  w ith  th e  West th a t  would o b v io u sly  fo llo w . T h e re ’ s 
a  chap in  ou r departm ent who knows a  f a i r  amount abou t Po land  
and h as  P o l is h  f r i e n d s  who t e l l  him th a t  th e  P o lis h  armed fo r c e s  
would r e s i s t  m i l i t a r i l l y  i f  th e  R u ssian s  t r i e d  to  ta k e  ov er th e  
c o u n try  by f o r c e ,  b u t th e y  were on ly  in  p o s s e s s io n  o f  two days 
o f  am m unition because  t h a t ' s  a l l  th e  R u ss ian s  t r u s t  them w ith  
so one r e a l l y  d o e s n 't  know what th e  n a tu re  o f th e  m i l i t a r y  
c o n f ro n ta t io n  would b e , i f  such a  c o n f ro n ta t io n  to o k  p la c e .
I  th in k  th e y  a re  a  rem arkab ly  b rav e  peo p le  I  th in k  to  l i v e  on 
a  k n ife  edge l i k e  t h a t  and co n tin u e  to  l i v e  o n e 's  norm al l i f e  
b u t knowing t h a t  w ith  ev e ry  move you make you may push i t  over 
th e  b r in k  and end up in  c i v i l  war o r  m i l i t a r y  o c c u p a tio n  I  th in k  
ta k e s  a  p a r t i c u l a r  q u a l i ty  o f  courage which one d o e s n 't  meet 
ev ery  day . T h e re 's  one th in g  I  was th in k in g  abou t i n  c o n n e c tio n  
w ith  th e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een t h i s  c o n f ro n ta tio n  and th e  
c o n f ro n ta t io n  in  P rague and th a t  i s  t h a t  a t  l e a s t  i t  i s  n o t th e  
Communist p a r ty  t h a t  h as  changed i t s  c o lo u rs ,  t h a t  i s  a  g o v ern ­
ment t h a t  h a s  changed i t s  c o lo u rs  w hich w as, I  th in k  p ro b ab ly  
a  g r e a te r  t h r e a t  to  th e  R u ss ia n s , a c tu a l ly  se e in g  som eth ing  
coming up th ro u g h  th e  Communist p a r ty  th  t  fu n d am en ta lly  
changed th e  n a tu re  o f  Communism a s  th e  Czech saw i t .  T h is  i s  
a  movement t h a t  s i t s  o u ts id e  governm ent, th e re  can be some k in d  
o f  p la y  betw een th e  governm ent and th e  u n io n  w hich does n o t ,  a t  
l e a s t  in d ic a te  to  th e  R u ss ia n s  t h a t  th e  whole governm en tal 
s t r u c tu r e  i s  d i s in t e r g r a t e d  in to  a  way t h a t  th e y  p ro b ab ly  f e l t  
u nder Dubczek t h a t  norm al Communist P a r ty  c o n t ro l  over th e  
co u n try  had co m p le te ly  d i s i n t e r g r a t e d .  So i t  may g iv e  th e  
f r e e  t r a d e  u n io n  more ro p e  to  p la y  w ith  -  g iv e n  th a t  th e y  canno t 
be accused  o f  a c tu a l ly  su b v e r tin g  and d e s tro y in g  th e  governm ent 
a lth o u g h  th a t  i s  what th e  R u ss ia n s  w i l l  say  sooner o r  l a t e r ,  i t ' s  
what th e y  a re  say in g  now. I  th in k  i t s  h a rd  to  t e l l  how much 
th e se , in d iv id u a l  movements depend on n a t io n a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een 
say  th e  C zechs and th e  P o le s ,  i t s  a ls o  very  i r o n ic  to  th in k  t h a t  
th e  P o le s  were amongst th e  w o rst i n  rep rim an d in g  th e  C zechs in
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th e  p e r io d  im m ediate ly  b e fo re  th e  m i l i t a r y  ta k eo v e r 
and th e  P o le s  were a s  hard  l i n e  a g a in s t  any change in  th e  
Czech regim e d u rin g  th e  a s  any o f th e  Warsaw P a c t
c o u n t r ie s  in c lu d in g  th e  R u ss ia n s , now i t  i s  th e  tu r n  o f th e  
Czechs to  be h a rd  l i n e  a g a in s t  th e  P o le s  and i t  does seem t a  be 
a  . v e ry  i r o n i c  th in g  to  lo o k  a t  g iven
ERVIEWER Do you know any P o lis h  peop le?
No I  d o n 't
RVIEWER You d o n 't ,  so y o u 'v e  go t no s o r t  o f  in s id e  in fo rm a tio n  a t  a l l
No I  d o n 't  i t s  o n ly  what I  r e a d  in  th e  new spapers and I  r e a d  
more new spapers th a n  I  w atch t e l e v i s i o n ,  I  d o n 't  w atch t e l e v i s i o n  
news h a b i tu a l ly  and I  h e a r  r a d io  news o n ly  s p o r a d ic a l ly  so i t  
i s  what I  re a d  in  th e  new spapers th a t  in fo rm s me, o r  g iv e s  
me most o f th e  in fo rm a tio n .
RVIEWER Have you fo llo w ed  th e  h i s to r y  o f P oland a t  a l l ?
No I  c o u ld n 't  say  t h a t  I  had . I  know um .. I  mean I  co u ld  .give 
you a  thumb n a i l  sk e tc h  in  tw en ty  f iv e  o r  t h i r t y  y e a r  b lo c k s  
b u t t h a t ' s  abou t a l l .  That Po land  go t i t s  independence from  th e  
R u ss ian s  I  b e l ie v e  a f t e r  th e  f i r s t  w orld  w ar, t h a t  th e  R u ss ia n s  
had i n  th e  l a t e  l 8 0 0 s  th e  l 8 6 0 ' s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  p u t down n a t i o n a l i s t  
movements in  P o land  and p u t them down v e ry  b lo o d i ly  , t h a t  th e  
e v o lu tio n  o f th e  governm ent in  Po land  a f t e r  th e  f i r s t  w orld  war 
moved tow ard a  m i l i t a r y ,  I  d o n 't  know i f  i t  was m i l i t a r y  
d ic ta to r s h ip  b u t i t  was c e r t a in l y  th e  m i l i t a r y  in  c o n t ro l  o f 
governm entin  th e  3 0 under  B id u lsk i and th e n  o f  co u rse  i t  was 
over ru n  by H i t l e r  on th e  w est and th e  R u ss ian s  on th e  e a s t  a t  
th e  b e g in in g  o f th e  second w orld  war and th e re  was a  London 
based  governm ent, b ased  on th e  p re  war B id u lsk i governm ent, a s  
w e ll  a s  an in d ig en o u s  Communist p a r ty ,u n d e rg ro u n d  a  p a r t i s a n  
movement which was a l l i e d  to  th e  London governm ent and a  group 
o f  P o lis h  com munists who a c tu a l ly  to o k  re fu g e  in  R u ss ia  and 
formed a , what th e  Am erican p r e s s  would c a l l  a R u ss ian  puppet 
government and th e  R u ss ian  puppet governm ent came back  w ith  th e  
R ussian  tro o p s  a t  th e  end o f  th e  second w orld  war and e f f e c t i v e l y
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mce on 
r is io n
(RVIEWER
e l m i n a t e d  b o t h  t h e  L on d on  b a s e d  p a r t i s a n  m ovem en t an d  t h e  
i n d i g e n o u s  C o m m u n is t  p a r t y  m ovem en t  a n d  i t  s t o l e  i t s e l f  o v e r  
a  t h r e e  y e a r  p e r i o d  o u t  o f  t h e  s e c o n d  w o r l d  w a r .  T h a t ’ s  a b o u t  
t h e  l o t .
R igh t to  tu r n  to  som ething d i f f e r e n t  have you any view s 
about v io le n c e  on te le v is io n ?
Um.. I  dont th in k  I  cou ld  say  I  have made any s p e c ia l  s tu d y  
o f i t  o r . . .  a g a in  I ’m n o t a g r e a t i e l e v i s io n  w atcher so , I  
w atch an in d iv id u a l  s p e c i f i c  t e l e v i s i o n  programme and th e n  I  
tu r n  th e  t e l e v i s i o n  o f f .  I  mark up th e  Radio Times each  week 
w ith  th o se  programmes which I  am go ing  to  w atch , th e  t e l e v i s i o n  
i s  n o t l e f t  on in  our house so t h a t  you would stum ble a c ro s s  
programmes th a t  you don’t  in te n d  to  w atch . So 1 do t h a t  n o t 
o n ly  f o r  m yself b u t because  I  want to  u se  my tim e in  o th e r  ways, 
b u t we have sm all c h i ld r e n  and I  want them to  g e t u sed  to  u s in g  
th e  t e l e v i s i o n  a s  a  re s o u rc e  to  use  in  v e ry  s p e c i f i c  ways and 
n o t j u s t  f o r  baby m inding o r e n te r ta in m e n t a t  any tim e o f  th e  
day . So th e y  a re  a llow ed  to  p ic k  p a r t i c u l a r  programmes and th e n  
th e y  tu r n  th e  t e l e v i s i o n  o f f  a f te rw a rd s  so I  d o n 't  see  a  l o t  
o f  random v io le n c e  on t e l e v i s i o n ,  I  c a n 't  h e lp  b u t f e e l  t h a t  
exposure to  . . .  th e re  a re  two k in d s  o f  v io le n c e  a r e n ' t  th e re ?  
t h e r e 's  th e  v io le n c e  t h a t  a c tu a l ly  ta k e s  p la c e ,  t h a t  news and 
docum entary r e p o r t  f o r  you so i f  f o r  exam ple, th e  heavy t e l e v i s i o n  
coverage o f  th e  Vietnam war a c t u a l l y  showed th in g s  on t e l e v i s i o n  
w hich a  l o t  o f  p e o p le , most p eo p le  I  would th in k ,  had n e v e r 
seen  in  t h e i r  l i v e s  b e fo re  um .. k in d s  o f  d eg rad in g  tre a tm e n t 
peo p le  b e in g  s h o t ,  p eo p le  b e in g  burned  w ith  napalm a l l  k in d s  
o f  th in g s  t h a t  peo p le  w o u ld n 't  i n  t h e i r  l i v e s ,  norm al p eo p le  
would n ev er see  and th e n  th e r e  i s  th e  f u r th e r  s id e  to  v io le n c e  
t h a t  we h ave , macho, in  te rm s o f  cowboy f i lm s  and p o l ic e  f i lm s  
and d e te c t iv e  s t o r i e s  and a l l  t h a t  s o r t  o f  th in g .  I  c a n ' t  h e lp  
f e e l in g  t h a t  th e  second k in d  o f v io le n c e  -  th e  made up v io le n c e  
h a s  an . in s id io u s  lo n g  term  on peoplewho w atch a  f a i r  amont o f  i t  
in  th e  sense  t h a t  I 'm  su re  i t  must cause peop le  to  f e e l  t h a t  th e y  
um.o th a t  b e in g  v io le n t  i s  som ething th a t  i s  re a s o n a b ly  a c c e p ta b le  
t h a t  i t  d o e s n 't  r e a l l y  h u r t  o th e r  peop le  anyway b ecau se  th e y  
alw ays g e t up a t  th e  end o f  th e  show, t h a t  i t  i s  som eth ing  th a t
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one can in d u lg e  in  because you s e e  so many o th e r  peop le  in d u lg in g  
in  i t ,  i t  seems l i k e  a norm al p a r t  o f q u i te  a l o t  o f t e l e v i s i o n  
programm es. I 'm  su re  i t  j u s t  deg rad es  th e  th r e s h o ld ,  i t  lo w ers  
th e  th re s h o ld  o f  which peo p le  w i l l  r e s o r t  to  v io le n c e  i f  th e y  
come a c ro s s  a  s i t u a t i o n  in  t h e i r  own l i v e s  in  w hich th e y  a re  
provoked to  i t .  The k in d  o f  v io le n c e  th a t  i s  a c tu a l ly  re c o rd e d  
l i v e  fo r  docum entary I  th in k  i f  used  s e le c t iv e ly  i s  im p o rta n t 
f o r  peop le  to  see  because th e y  a c tu a l ly  f in d  ou t what th e  n a tu re  
o f  p o l i t i c a l  d e c is io n s  th a t  th e y  a re  making what th e  consequences 
o f th o se  d e c is io n s  a c tu a l ly  a r e .  I  th in k  i t ' s  im p o rta n t f o r  peo p le  
to  know in  Am erica what was a c tu a l ly  go ing  on in  Vietnam and n o t 
b e in g  f i l t e r e d  th ro u g h  m edia w hich i s  l e s s  d i r e c t  such a s  r a d io  
o r  new spapers and jo u r n a l s .  Because when peo p le  r e a l i s e d  what 
was a c tu a l ly  b e in g  com m itted in  t h e i r  names and th e  s c a le  on w hich 
i t  was b e in g  com m itted, I  th in k  th a t  h e lp ed  a  l o t  i n  th e  d ev e lo p ­
ment o f  th e  a n t i  war movement. So th a t  p eo p le  knew what th e y  
were p r o te s t in g  a g a in s t  and knew th e  d e g ra d a tio n  th a t  b o th  th e  
tro o p s  t h a t  were b e in g  exposed to  t h i s  k in d  o f  th in g  b e in g  to l d  
to  go o u t and do t h i s  k in d  o f  th in g  and th e  peop le  o f  V ietnam  were 
b en in g  exposed t o .  There was d e g ra d a tio n  on b o th  s id e s  and I  
th in k  i t  was im p o rta n t t h a t  th e  c i t i z e n s  o f th e  U n ited  S ta t e s  
knew th a t  t h a t  was what was b e in g  done in  t h e i r  name. So I  th in k  
i t  i s  im p o rta n t t h a t  in  th e  same way th a t  one s e e s  th in g s  happen ing  
in  N o rth e rn  I r e la n d  and in  th e  c i t i e s  in  B r i t a in  i n  th e  summer 
w hich one sho u ld  know ab o u t b ecau se  th a t  i s  th e  way e i t h e r  crow ds 
a re  r e a c t in g  o r  p o l ic e  a re  r e a c t in g  and th e  p eo p le  sh o u ld  know 
what th e  n a tu re  o f  th o se  e v e n ts  a re  so t h a t  th e y  can judge  when . 
p o l i t i c a l  m easures a re  ta k e n  t  d e a l w ith  them . Um.. th e r e  was 
som ething e l s e  I  was th in k in g  o f -  d o n 't  know w hether i t  w i l l  
come back  o r  n o t .  No I ' l l  have to  le a v e  th a t  -  i t  w i l l  pop 
back  in to  my mind l a t e r .
ERVIEWER O.K. would you see s p o r t  such a s  box ing  and judo  and fe n c in g
f o r  example a s  f r in g e  v io le n c e ?
W ell d o n 't  f o rg e t  t h a t  judo  i s  n o t done w ith  v io le n c e ,  o th e r  
p a r t s  o f  th e  m a r t ia l  a r t s  may be b u t u s u a l ly  even ak id o  o r  kung 
fu  o r  any o f  th o se  a re  n o t a c tu a l ly  p h y s ic a l ly  v io le n t  th e r e  i s  
n o t ,  u n le s s  th e re  i s  an a c c id e n t ,  an in ju r y  g iv en  o r  re c e iv e d  
so th e re  a re  c e r t a in  form s o f m a r t ia l  a r t s  th a t  a re  perfo rm ed  in
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which you have a form o f combat, y e t th a t  combat does no t 
r e s u l t  in  p h y s ic a l  in ju r y  to  th e  peop le in v o lv e d . Boxing, 
boxing  i s  a form o f f r in g e  v io le n c e  and th e  f a c t  th a t  i t  i s  
r i t u a l i s e d  d o esn ’ t  p ro b ab ly  h e lp  a l l  th a t  much I  th in k  a s  we 
become more aware o f th e  f a c t  th a t  box ing  a c tu a l ly  p h y s ic a l ly  
b re a k s  up th e  p eo p le  who do i t ,  t h a t  re p e a te d  co n cu ssio n  and 
j u s t  re p e a te d  blow s to  th e  head , does b reak  down b o x e rs  a b i l i t y  
to  th in k ,  i t  j u s t  d e s tro y s  t h e i r  b r a in  c e l l s  s lo w ly , som ething 
th a t  I  d o n 't  know th a t  p e ro p le  would have ta k en  s e r i s o u s ly  
t h i r t y  o r f o r ty  y e a rs  ago -  everybody has h ea rd  o f p eo p le  
b e in g  punch drunk , b u t t h a t  was a  m in o r ity  happening  th a t  was p roba  
b ly  d ism isse d  a s  somebody hav in g  had a r a th e r  bad a c c id e n t a s  
opposed to  box ing  in  th e  norm al way, and most o f  th e  famous 
b o x e rs  t h a t  one th in k s  o f  -  l i k e  Jo e  L o u is ,
and Rocky M arciano , th e y  l iv e d  to  be businessm en and s u c c e s s fu l  
p eo p le  l a t e r  on so one cou ld  p o in t  to  them and say" w e ll  lo o k  
a t  a l l  t h a t  th e y  to o k  and y e t  th e y  came th ro u g h  i t  a l l  r i g h t ,  
th e y  made a  l o t  o f  money th e y  gave peop le  a  l o t  o f  p le a s u re "  
and so on, b u t I  do r e a l l y  th in k  th a t  in  th e  end th a t  i s  a  form 
o f v io le n c e .  W re s tl in g  i s ,  I  mean t h a t ' s  a  ch a ra d e , e i t h e r  
you have Olympic w r e s t l in g  in  which you have fo rm a lis e d  r u l e s ,  
peo p le  do n o t g e t h u r t  u n le s s  th e re  i s  an a c c id e n t ,  i t ' s  done 
ac c o rd in g  to  r u l e s  t h a t  by and la rg e  d o n 't  i n f l i c t  in j u r y  
o r  you have th e  p r o f e s s io n a l  w re s t l in g  um.* supposed ly  p r o f e s s io n a l  
w r e s t l in g  and what t h a t . t u j r n s  o u t to  be i s  a  charade w ith  
p eo p le  s h r ie k in g ,  I  mean i t ' s  a  m o ra l i ty  p la y  on th e  lo w e s t l e v e l ,  
b u t f o o tb a l l  n o . I  would n o t c o n s id e r  th in g s  l i k e  f o o tb a l l  and um 
I  mean i f  you w anted to  f in d  th e  c lo s e s t  case  betw een th o s e  tw o,
I  would su g g e s t Am erican f o o tb a l l  o r  N orth  A m erican hockey a re  
c a se s  where um I 'v e  n ev er seen  r o l l e r  d e rb y s  so , I  b e l ie v e  t h a t  
i s  p ro b ab ly  even w orse b u t th e  s p o r ts  t h a t  I  was exposed to  when 
I  was a  k id  which would be a s  c lo se  to  r i t u a l i s e d  v io le n c e  a s  
you would th in k ,  t h a t  would be hockey and American f o o t b a l l .
(RVIEWER What was th e  o th e r  one you su g g ested ?
R o lle r  d e rb y , t h a t ' s  b a s i c a l l y  s k a tin g  around a r in k  i n  team 
b u t I  b e l ie v e  t h e r e 's  a heck o f aLot o f team p r a c t ic e  o f  e l im in ­
a t in g  th e  o th e r  team a s  you a re  go ing  around , and I  b e l ie v e  t h a t  
i t  can g e t q u i te  v io l e n t ,  I  th in k  you can body check and when you
468
ERVIEWER
body check a t  th o se  speeds l i k e  you do in  hockey i t  can be 
q u i te  v io l e n t ,  even th e n  th e  number o f peo p le  who r e a l l y  g e t 
h u r t  a t  i t ,  i f  you c o n s id e r  one o f th e  o b je c ts  o f v io le n c e  i s  
to  a c tu a l ly  i n f l i c t  p h y s ic a l  in ju r y  on somebody um .. and i f  
i t ' s  a  s p e c ta to r  s p o r t  th e n  th e  o b je c t i s  to  go and see  p eo p le  
b e in g  h u r t  um .. th e n  even in  hockey o r p r o f e s s io n a l  f o o tb a l l  i t ' s  
th e  odd p e rso n  who g e ts  h u r t  r a th e r  th a n  t h a t  b e in g  th e  norm al 
r u le  o r th e  o b je c t  o f th e  e x e rc is e  b u t th e re  i s  a l o t  o f io le n c e  
in  i t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  th e  way th e  game i s  p la y ed  in  N orth  A m erica,
I  mean hockey in  t h i s  co u n try  o r hockey under Olympic r u l e s  
is .  a  v e ry  s a n i t i s e d  v e r s io n  o f what i s  p la y ed  a t  home i n  w hich th e  
s t i c k  and th e  body can be used  to  e l im in a te  peo p le  to  g e t them 
ou t o f  thew ay so t h a t  you can g e t to  th e  puck and p eo p le  a re  
c ru sh ed  a g a in s t  th e  b o a rd s  and peop le  a re  knocked to  th e  i c e ,  
a t  speed I  mean around t h i r t y  m ile s  an hour and th e y 'r e  r e a l l y  
go ing  um .• so th e re  I  would n o t have s a id  t h a t  th e  e f f e c t  
o f t h a t  i s  to  degrade th e  peo p le  w atch ing  i t ,  I  would n o t have 
f e l t  t h a t .  I  would say  t h a t  th e  th in g s  t h a t  p eo p le  to o k  away . 
from th o se  s p o r ts  were much more what you see  in  good f o o tb a l l  
h e re ,  um .. which i s  th e  v e ry  s k i l f u l  and spon tan eo u s i n t e r p l a y  
betw een th r e e  o r  fo u r  p eo p le  c r e a t in g  a  form o f p a t t e r n  and 
p la y  and s t r e t c h in g  th e m se lv es  to  p h y s ic a l  l i m i t s  o f  a b i l i t y  
n o t j u s t  d u re s s  b u t o f  a b i l i t y  w hich you would n ev e r be a b le  to  
see  norm al p eo p le  do, and th a t  i s  what p eo p le  ta k e  away by and 
l a r g e .  Not boy d id  he g e t i t ,  d id  he g e t c runched : b u t d id  you 
see what so and so d id  when he caught th e  p a s s  o r  when he went 
down a lo n e  and sco red  a  g o a l o r some e q u iv a le n t a s p e c t  i n  
f o o t b a l l .  But I  w o u ld n 't  f e e l ,  no I  would n o t f e e l  by and la r g e  
t h a t  th o se  c o n t r ib u te  to  a  l e v e l  o f v io le n c e  o r  an a p p r e c ia t io n  
o f  v io le n c e ,  why i f  you th e n  w t  a lo n g  to  a sk  me "why i s  i t  
t h a t  you g e t th e  k in d  o f  h o o lig an ism  th a t  you g e t  a t  s o c c e r  
o r f o o tb a l l  m atches" h e re  amongst th e  crowd, th e n  I  d o n 't  know 
I  r e a l l y  d o n 't  know why i t  c e n t r e s  around f o o t b a l l .
Maybe group h y s t e r i a  o r som ething l i k e  t h a t .
I t  m ight b e , b u t you would exdpect t h a t  k in d  o f h y s t e r i a  to  
appear in  many g roups o f  p e o p le , I  mean you would ex p ec t i t  to  
appear a t  pop c o n c e r ts  and by and la rg e  i t  d o e s n 't ,  you d o n 't
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g e t th a t  k in d  o f  v io le n c e  a t  rock  c o n c e r ts  b u t you do g e t i t  in  
f o o tb a l l  and i t ' s  been h e re  a long  tim e and i t  d o e s n 't  seem to  
be go ing  away.
(RVIEWER you ld  you say t h a t  th e se  v a r io u s  form s o f  v io le n c e  a id
v io le n c e  in  th e  home?
r  Um.. I  d o n 't  know t h a t ' s  v e ry  hard  to  say  because  I 'v e  had
very  l i t t l e  exposure to  o v e r t  v io le n c e  in  th e  home, e i t h e r  in  
th e  home t h a t  I  grew up in ,  homes I 'v e  l iv e d  in  o r  th e  home I  
l i v e  in  now. I t ' s . .  I  would n o t i f  you ask  me to  s p e c u la te ,  
j u s t  to  s p e c u la te  because  o f  t h i s  la c k  o f  exposure t h a t  I  h av e .
I  would have s a id  no, I  would have s a id  th a t  th e  p la c e s  where 
you see v io le n c e  on t e l e i v i s i o n  by and la rg e  a re  n o t co n n ec ted  
w ith  home s i t u a t i o n s ,  th e y  a re  connected  w ith  p eo p le  do ing  
t h e i r  jo b s  p eo p le  o u ts id e  th e  home, peop le  i n  s o c ia l  e n c o u n te rs , 
a t  c lu b s  o r on th e  s t r e e t ,  o r  in  f o o tb a l l  s tad iu m s -  t h a t  you 
would see  them in  p la c e s  w hich by and la rg e  a re  n o t th e  home.
The number o f  dramas th a t  you would see  on t e l e v i s i o n  i n  w hich 
you see  a  husband k ic k in g  h i s  w ife  around th e  k i tc h e n  o r  e i t h e r  
a  husband o r  a  w ife  c lo u t in g  th e  k id s  about i s  r e l a t i v e l y  s m a ll .
I  would say  th a t  i t  would be p e a n u ts  compared to  th e  v io le n c e  
you see  in  te rm s o f  w e s te rn s  o r  d e te c t iv e  s t o r i e s .  I  would say  
th a t  th e  v io le n c e  i n  th e  home i s  much more a  q u e s tio n  o f  s o c i a l  
m easure and h av in g  i t  b e in g  p assed  down from g e n e ra tio n  to  
g e n e ra t io n  t h a t  i t  i s  a c c e p te d  th a t  husbands a re  v io l e n t  to  
w ives o r  t h a t  husbands and w ives a re  v io le n t  to  c h i ld r e n  um .. 
i t ' s  a  s o c ia l  p a t t e r n  w hich I  d o n 't  th in k ,  I  th in k  i t  v e ry  v e ry  
la r g e ly  p r e - d a te s  t e l e v i s i o n .  Um.. I  would g u ess  t h a t  i t  h a s  n o t 
been s i g n i f i c a n t l y  in c re a s e d  by t e l e v i s i o n ’w a tch in g . Most o f  th e  
s tu d ie s  t h a t  I  have re a d  a n y th in g  a b o u t, I  h a v e n 't  a c t u a l l y  re a d  
a  d e ta i l e d  s tu d y  on w ife  b a t t e r in g  o r  v io le n c e  to  c h i ld r e n ,  b u t 
i f  you see  th e  s n ip p e ts  in  th e  new spaper, what you see  most o f te n  
i s  a  p a t t e r n  go ing  from one g e n e ra t io n  to  th e  n e x t ,  t h a t  i f  f e l lo w s  
a re  v io le n t  to  t h e i r  w ife  o r  t h e i r  c h i ld re n  th e n  th e  n e x t 
g e n e ra tio n  tu r n s  around and u se s  th e  same s o r t  o f v io le n c e  i n  tu r n ,  
th a t  th e y  have i n t e r n a l i s e d  i t  e a r ly  a s  an a c c e p ta b le  s o c i a l
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m easure and th e r e f o r e  th ey  p r a c t ic e  i t .  There has been  some 
ev idence  which I  would ta k e  w ith , I  would tak e  an ex trem ely  
c a r e fu l  lo o k  a t  i f  I  were to  g e t in v o lv ed  w ith  a s tu d y  o f  th a t  
k in d . In  te rm s o f  w ives who a re  b a t te r e d  comes from homes 
where t h e i r  m others were b a t te r e d  and th e r e f o r e  th e re  i s  some, 
e i t h e r  e x p e c ta t io n  o r acc ep tan c e  o f  e a r ly  developm ents in  th a t  
a r e a ,  e i t h e r  th e y  g r a v i t a t e  to  v io le n t  men, o r  th e y  a c c e p t 
v io le n c e  when i t  f i r s t  comes r a th e r  th a n  r e a c t in g  s tro n g ly  to  i t ,  
b u t I  w o u ld n 't  t r u s t  any in fo rm a tio n  th a t  I  p a r t i c u l a r l y  had 
on t h a t .  But i t  does seem to  be a c r e a t io n  
I  must a ls o  say  th a t  I  found i t .  Maybe I  was too  n a iv e  when 
I  was a t  home, I  came to  England when I  was tw enty  one and I 'v e  
l iv e d  h e re  ev e r s in c e .
Y ou've l iv e d  f o r  some tim e a c t u a l l y .
îr
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So my whole e x p e rie n c e a s  an e a r ly  te e n a g e r  h as  been a s  a  
C anadian and most o f  my a d u l t ,  m a te r ia l  a d u l t  e x p e r ie n c e s  
a re  in  th e  B r i t i s h  v iew . I  was amazed when I  f i r s t  came to  h e a r  
th e  commoness o f  v io le n c e  in  th e  home and v io le n c e  among c o u p le s  ' 
who were n o t y e t m a rr ie d . The number o f  tim es  I  would -hear 
p eo p le  I  knew a s  a  p o s t g ra d u a te  a c t u a l l y  b e in g  v io le n t  to  t h e i r  
g i r l  f r i e n d s ,  and t h e i r  g i r l  f r i e n d s  a c c e p tin g  i t ,  c o n s id e r in g  
t h a t  a s  a  p ro fe s s io n  o f  co n ce rn , a lth o u g h  a  to o  e n th u s i a s t i c  
co n ce rn . I  had n ev e r h ea rd  o f  i t  i n  my te e n  age and b e in g  in  
Canada, went ou t a s  c o u p le s  much e a r l i e r  th a n  I  suppose , a s  f a r  
a s  I  cou ld  see  um .. my co n tem p o ra rie s  i n  u n iv e r s i ty  d id .  Now 
I  worked w ith  p h y s ic s  p o s t g ra d u a te s  and th a t  provoked me um .. 
s e t  o u t a  c e r t a in  s o c ia l  sub s e t  which i s  p ro b ab ly  n o t common 
a t  a l l  o r  r e p r e s e n ta t iv e ,  b u t I  had n ev er h ea rd  o f  a  b lo k e  
h i t t i n g  h i s  g i r l  f r ie n d  a t  home and y e t  I  h ea rd  i t  r e p e a te d ly  
when I  came to  t h i s  c o u n try . W hether B r i t a in  h as  a  l a r g e r  
and more p e r s i s t e n t  p a t t e r n  o f  v io le n c e  in  th e  home th a n  i s  th e  
case  in  Canada I  d o n 't  know, b u t I  c e r t a in l y  go t exposed to  i t  
h e re .  I  n ev e r h ea rd  o f  i t .
Thanks v ery  much Peter, R igh t to  change th e  s u b je c t ,  have you
any id e a s  on th e  developm ent o f  th e  t h i r d  w orld p h y s ic a l ly  and 
econom ica lly?
ÜL
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Um .. w e l l  l e t  me s t a r t  by  s a y in g  t h a t  my b r o t h e r - i n - l a w  i s  
r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  C a n a d ia n  f o r e i g n  a i d  p r o j e c t s  i n  K enya and  
t h a t  we w en t t o  s e e  him  an d  we saw him  an d  my s i s t e r  an d  
t h e i r  f a m i ly  f o r  t h r e e  w eek s a t  C h r is tm a s  t im e  an d  i n  t h a t  
t im e  I  w en t o u t  t o  v i s i t  a  num ber o f  f o r e i g n  a i d  p r o j e c t s  i n  
K enya w i th  h im . u m .. we w en t on  t o u r s  o f  i n s p e c t i o n  w h ich  he 
d o e s  r e g u l a r l y  t o  th o s e  p r o j e c t s  w h ich  C an ad a  h a s  i n v e s t e d  money 
i n .  Or t o  s e e  p r o j e c t s  w h ich  money h a s  b e e n  s o l i c i t e d  fro m  th e  
C a n a d ia n  g o v e rn m e n t.  So I  h av e  h ad  some e x p o s u re  t o  a t t e m p t s  
b y  E u ro p e a n  an d  N o r th  A m eric an  g o v e rn m e n ts  t o  p ro m o te  d e v e lo p m e n t 
o f  t h e  t h i r d  w o r ld s ,  e co n o m ic  d e v e lo p m e n t t h a t  i s  i n  t h e  t h i r d  
w o r ld ,  an d  I  w o u ld  s a y  t h e  e x p e r ie n c e  th a t '^ X  h a v e  h a d  l e a d s  me 
t o  b e  s u s p i c i o u s  o f  a n y  g l o b a l  s o l u t i o n s  o r  an y  to o  o p t i m i s t i c  
s o l u t i o n s  f o r  p ro b le m s  o f  eco n o m ic  d e v e lo p m e n t i n  t h e  t h i r d  w o r ld .  
K enya i s  s u p p o s e d  t o  b e  one o f  t h e  m ore s u c c e s s f u l  o f  t h e  
c o u n t r i e s ,  i t  h a s  a  r e l a t i v e l y  s t a b l e  g o v e rn m e n t e v e r  s i n c e  
i t  g a in e d  in d e p e n d e n c e  n i n e t e e n  y e a r s  a g o .  I t  h a s  n o t  b e e n  
in v o lv e d  u n t i l  r e l a t i v e l y  r e c e n t l y  i n  an y  fo rm  o f  m i l i t a r y  c o n f r o n t ­
a t i o n  o r  a  v i o l e n t  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  w i th  i t s  n e ig h b o u r s  a n d  w hen 
K e n y a t ta  d i e d  a  c o p ie  o f  y e a r s  ag o  i t  w as f e l t  t h a t  t h e r e  w o u ld  
b e  a  b lo o d b a th  b e c a u s e  o f  K e n y a t t a ’ s  f a m i ly  w h ich  h a d  s o  s t r o n g l y  
e n t r e n c h e d  i t s e l f  i n  g o v e rn m e n t.  to o k  o v e r ,
w as n o t  a  Kok t h a t  i s  a  member o f  t h e  d o m in a n t t r i b e ,
h e  w as a b l e  t o  t a k e  o v e r  a s  a n  i n t e r i m  p r e s i d e n t  a n d  t h e n  becom e 
t h e  e l e c t e d  p r e s i d e n t  a f t e r w a r d s  so  t h a t  a  t e s t  o f  a  c o n s i d e r a b l e  
am ount o f  p o l i t i c a l  s t a b i l i t y  a n d  t o  g o v e rn m e n ta l  o r g a n i s a t i o n s  
i n  t h e  c o u n t r y .  I t  i s  c o n s id e r e d  c e r t a i n l y ,  t o  b e  o n e  o f  t h e  m ore 
r i g h t  w in g  g o v e rn m e n ts  i n  A f r i c a  an d  d o e s  n o t  t a k e  a  v e r y  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  s t r o n g  i d e a l o g i c a l  l i n e  i n  m a t t e r s  o f  A f r i c a n  
a f f a i r s .  B u t w i th  su c h  a . c o u n t r y  w h ic h  i s  o b v io u s ly  o p e n  t o  
w e s t e r n  d e v e lo p m e n t an d  w e s t e r n  f i n a n c e  a n d  h a s  m uch, a  much b e t t e r  
g o v e rn m e n ta l  s t r u c t u r e  an d  an  i n t e r  s t r u c t u r e  o f  w h a t y o u  c a l l  
o r  f u n c t i o n a r i e s  o r  b u r e a c r a t s  t h a t  c a n  t r y  t o  
o r g a n i s e  a n d  r u n  i t ,  a  d e v e lo p m e n ta l  sy s te m  th a n  y o u  w o u ld  f i n d  
i n  many o t h e r  A f r i c a n  c o u n t r i e s .  S t i l l  t h e  p ro b le m s  o f  a c t u a l l y  
g e t t i n g  money t o  t h e  r i g h t  p l a c e s  an d  h a v in g  i t  do t h e  k i n d s  o f ^  
t h i n g s  t h a t  you  w ould  h o p e  t o  h av e  done an d  e v e n  f u r t h e r  t o  h av e
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t h a t  e f f e c t  l a s t  o v e r  a p e r io d  o f  g r e a t e r  th a n  two o r  t h r e e  y e a r s ,  
i s  m o n u m en ta l. So you w i l l  i n v e s t  i n  w h a t you  t h i n k  i s  a b s o l u t e l y  
a  c a s t  i r o n ,  f i r s t  r a t e  p r o j e c t  an d  e v e r y t h i n g  w i l l  go sw im m ingly  
f o r  t h e  devem opm ent an d  th e  d u r a t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t  when you  
a r e  a c t u a l l y  c r e a t i n g  i t  and  th e n  you  w i l l  f i n d  t h a t  f o u r  o r  
f i v e  y e a r s  l a t e r  i t  i s  m a in te n a n c e  c o n t r a c t s  t h a t  h av e  b e e n  a l lo w e d  
t o  s l i d e ,  an d  t h e  m a t e r i a l  y o u  h av e  p u t  i n  b y  an d  l a r g e  i s  
d e g r a d in g ,  n o th in g  w o rk s  t h e  way i t  u s e d  t o  w o rk . S im p ly  
b e c a u s e  t h e  lo n g  te rm  i n t e r  s t r u c t u r e  i s  n o t  t h e r e  an d  i t  w on’ t  
b e  t h e r e  f o r  a  lo n g  t im e  t o  come a s  f a r  a s  one ca n  t e l l .  You 
a l s o  s e e  e x a m p le s  w h e re  th e  d e s i r e s  o f  t h e  d o n o rs  a r e  s u c h  t h a t  
t h e y  d i s t u r b  t h e  p a t t e r n  o f  d e v e lo p m e n t b e c a u s e  u n l e s s  t h e y  s e e  
i t  d e v e lo p in g  i n  a  c e r t a i n  way th e y  c a n n o t  c o n v ic e  t h e  p e o p le  
who g iv e  them  t h e  money t h a t  r e a l  a i d  h a s  b e e n  t r a n s m i t t e d  t o  
t h e  a c c e p t i n g  c o u n t r y .  You w i l l  s e e  a  l o t  o f  money w a s te d  b e c a u s e  
i t  i s  t h e  d o n o r ’ s  d e s i r e  t h a t  i t  b e  w a s te d  i n  t h a t  w ay . I  saw 
p r o j e c t s  i n  w h ich  tw e n ty  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  d e v e lo p m e n t c o s t s  w e re  
a  w a s te ,  an d  w hen y o u ’ r e  t a l k i n g  a b o u t  h a l f  a  m i l l i o n  p o u n d s , 
y o u ’ r e  th ro w in g  aw ay a n  a w fu l  l o t  o f  m oney, s im p ly  b e c a u s e  t h e  
d o n o r w o u ld  n o t  a c c e p t , s a y  t h a t  wood w as a s  good  a s  s t e e l ,  an d  
t h e r e f o r e  t h e  r o o f  b eam s i n  t h e  b u i l d i n g  h ad  t o  b e  s t e e l  a n d  
t h a t  m eans i m p o r t a t i o n  fro m  G erm any an d  so  o n .  So a t  t h e  l e v e l  
o f  eco n o m ic  d e v e lo p m e n t a n d  c o n s d id e r in g  A f r i c a  a n d  c e r t a i n  
p l a c e s  i n  A f r i c a  a s  t h e  on e  p l a c e  w h ere  1 h a v e  a n y  p e r s o a n l  
e x p e r i e n c e  a t  a l l ,  1 w o u ld  s a y  t h a t  I 'm  n o t  s a n g u in e ,  1 know 
t h e  jo b  h a s  t o  b e  d o n e , 1 know y o u  h a v e  t o  h a v e ,  1 t h i n k  by 
t h e  w a y , t h a t  t h e  B r i t i s h  g o v e r n m e n t 's  p o l i c y  i n  t h e  l a s t  c o u p le  
o f  y e a r s  h a s  b e e n  d i s g r a c e f u l  i n  c u t t i n g  down on  t h e  m i s e r a b l e  
f o r e i g n  a i d  t h a t  we w e re  a l r e a d y  g i v i n g  -  an d  t o  a c t u a l l y  c u t  i t  
down f  r t h e r  i s  j u s t  one o f  a n y  num ber o f  i n i q u i t i e s  o f  t h e  
T h a tc h e r  g o v e rn m e n t.  B u t 1 know how d i f f i c u l t  i t  i s  t o  a c t u a l l y  
g e t  money i n t o  t h e  r i g h t  p l a c e s  an d  do t h e  k i n d s  o f  j o b s  t h a t  
w i l l  l a s t  an d  make a  p e rm a n e n t c o n t r i b u t i o n  a s  o p p o se d  t o  b e in g  
a  d ro p  i n  t h e  b u c k e t  o r  s o m e th in g  t h a t  i s  s p e c t a c u l a r  f o r  t h r e e  
y e a r s  a n d  d i s i n t e r g r a t e s .  I f  y o u  a s k  me i f  1 h ad  a  u n i f i e d  
c o n c e p t  o f  t h e  t h i r d  w o r ld ,  1 w o u ld  s a y  n o , an d  1 d o n ' t  t h i n k  
s u c h  a  u n i f i e d  c o n c e p t  h a s  much m e a n in g , th e y  a r e  a l r e a d y  
t a l k i n g  a b o u t  th e  f o u r t h  w o r ld ,  i n  th e  s e n s e  t h a t  t h e  f i f t y  
p o o r e s t  c o u n t r i e s  i n  t h e  w o r ld  a r e  i n  a  d i f f e r e n t  c l a s s  o f  
p o v e r ty  fro m  c o u n t r i e s  l i k e  K enya who w o u ld  n o r m a l ly  b e  c l a s s e d  
i n  t h e  t h i r d  w o r ld .  1 am s u r e  t h a t  p ro b le m s  o f  ■•developm ent b o th
473
p o l i t i c a l  an d  eco n o m ic  a r e  so  l o c a l i s e d  i n  te rm s  o f  th e  h i s t o r y  
an d  g e o g ra p h y  a n d  c l i m a t e  o f  an  i n d i v i d u a l  c o u n t r y  t h a t  t o  t r y  
an d  m ount an y  g l o b a l  s o l u t i o n  f o r  t h e  t h i r d  w o r ld  w i l l  n o t  
I  m ean t h e r e  may b e  some h e l p  b u t  I  w as g o in g  t o  s a y  th e y  w on’ t  
do much h arm , t h e y  w on’ t  do much good e i t h e r .  T hey c e r t a i n l y  
w on’ t  b e  s p e c i f i c  eno u g h  t o  e l i m i n a t e  th e  k in d s  o f  p ro b le m s  t h a t  
I  saw w hen I  w as a c t u a l l y  l o o k in g  a t  d e v e lo p m e n t i n  K en y a . T hat 
i s  n o t  t o  s a y  t h a t  t h e r e  s h o u ld  n o t  b e  a  c o n t i n u a t i o n ,  a n  a c t u a l  
p ro m o tio n  o f  t h e  k in d s  o f  r e - d i s t r i b u t i o n  t h a t  w as a t t e m p te d  on 
p a p e r  r e c e n t l y  a t  th e  N orw ay c o n f e r e n c e .  T h a t t h e  r e - d i s t r i b u t i o n  c 
w e a l th  a n d  r e s o u r c e s  b e tw e e n  n o r th a n d  s o u th  an d  a  r e - e q u i l i b r a t i o n  
o f  d e v e lo p m e n t o f  i n d u s t r i a l  c a p a c i t y  b e tw e e n  t h e  t h i r d  w o r ld  an d  
E u ro p e  an d  n o r t h  A m e r ic a , we c o u ld  th ro w  R u s s ia  i n  t h e r e  t o o ,  
i s n ’ t  a b s o l u t e l y  n e c e s s a r y  i t ' s  p e r f e c t l y  c l e a r  t h a t  c e r t a i n  
k i n d s  o f  p r o d u c t i o n  s h o u ld  b e  c e n t r e d  i n  t h e  t h i r d  w o r ld  a n d  t h a t  
th e y  s h o u ld  a c t u a l l y  b e  s e l l i n g  u s  i n d i s t r i a l i s e d  g o o d s .  W h ile  
we s e l l  them  o t h e r  g o o d s  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  a t  p r e s e n t  n o t  c a p a b le
o f  d e v e lo p in g .  To k e e p  them  a s  p r im a ry  p r o d u c e r s  a n d  t o
m a n ip u la te  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  m a rk e ts  i n  p r im a r y  p ro d u c e  t o  make 
s u r e  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  a s  lo w  f o r  them  a n d  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  p r o f i t
m a rg in s  a r e  a s  h ig h  f o r  a s  a s  p o s s i b l e  -  I 'm  s u r e  i s  l o n g  te rm
a  d e v a s t a t i n g  p o l i c y  t o  p e r s u e .  To t r y  t o  g e t  p e o p le  t o  re n o u n c e  
t h e i r  s e l f  i n t e r e s t  i s  t e r r i b l e .  B u t i t ' s  c e r t a i n l y  o n e  t h a t  i s  
g o in g  t o  p r e s s  u s  m ore a n d  m o re , i t ' s  n o t  g o in g  t o  go  aw ay .
ir E n e rg y
VIEWER No I 'm  s u r e .  u m ..  r i g h t  I  d o n ' t  know i f  y o u  r e a d  a  c o u p le  o f
w eek s  o r  so  ag o  a  f e l l o w  c r o s s e d  t h e  c h a n n e l  u s i n g  a  b a l l o o n  
an d  s o l a r  e n e rg y  -  do y o u  s e e  b a l l o o n i n g  a s  a  fo rm  o f  t r a n s p o r t  
i n  t h e  f u t u r e ?
N ot r e a l l y  -  I  w o u ld  d o u b t  i t .  I  w o u ld  s a y  t h e y  a r e  j u s t  to o  
cum bersom e, I  w o u ld  s a y  c e r t a i n l y  c e r t a i n  t y p e s  o f  b o a t  t r a n s ­
p o r t  l i k e  t h e  r e a c t i v a t i o n  o f  t h e  c a n a l  s y s te m  w o u ld  m ake much 
m ore s e n s e  t h a n  t r y i n g  t o  l o o k  f o r  b a l l o o n s .  B a l lo o n s  g e t  
d r i v e n  o f f  c o u r s e ,  t h e y ' r e  . . .  i f  y o u  d o n ' t  u s e  h o t  a i r  b a l l o o n s  
w h ich  a r e  w a s t e f u l  o f  p e t r o  c h e m ic a l  t h a t  we j u s t  c a n ' t  a f f o r d
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to  th ro w  away t h a t  w ay , th e ie  w i l l  be  much m ore e f f i c i e n t  w ays o f  
u s in g  them  I 'm  s u r e  t h a n  o f  h e a t i n g  up a i r  b a l l o o n s ,  i f  you  
d ep e n d  on  s o r t  o f  f i x e d  b a l l o o n ,  th e n  y o u 'v e  g o t  t o  go t o  e i t h e r  
h e l iu m  o r  h y d ro g e n  an d  b o th  a r e . . .  w e l l  h y d ro g e n  c e r t a i n l y  
i s n ' t  b u t  h e l iu m  i s  a  s c a r c e  r e s o u c e  an d  i s  one t h a t  yo u  c a n ' t  
th ro w  aw ay b y  t h e  m i l l i o n  c u b ic  y a r d .  I  w o u ld  n o t  r e a l l y . . .  
um b a l l o o n i n g  a s  an  a m a te u r  s p o r t  I  t h i n k  i s  g r e a t .  I ' v e  n e v e r  
done i t  b u t  i t  c e r t a i n l  l o o k s  l o v e l y .  B u t a s  a  s e r i o u s  p r o p ­
o s i t i o n ,  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  o n . I t  may w e l l  b e  t h a t  
p e o p le  come b a c k  an d  r e - d e s i g n  them  i n  su c n  a  way t h a t  t h e y  do 
p ro v e  p r o f i t a b l e ,  b u t  I  j u s t  c a n ' t  c o n c e iv e  t h a t  th e y  w o u ld  do 
a n y th in g  t h a t  b e t t e r  fo rm s  o f  n a v a l  t r a n s p o r t  w o u ld n 't  d o .
They h a v e  g o t  t o  b e  s lo w , t h e y ' r e  n o t  g o in g  t o  b e  f a s t  so  i f  y o u  
w an t t o  t r a n s p o r t  t h i n g  s lo w ly  th e n  yo u  m ig h t a s  w e l l  p u t  them  
on  b o a t s .  I  d o n ' t  know t h e  e c o n o m ic s  o f  r u n n in g  t h e  e n g in e s  o f  
a  z e p p e l i n  v e r s u s  t h e  e n g in e s  o f  a  b o a t ,  b u t  I  c o u l d n ' t  im a g in e  
f o r  one moment t h a t  t h e  z e p p e l i n s  w o u ld  w in , i t  may w in  b u t  
i f  y o u  a s k  me I  w o u ld  s a y  n o .
RVIEWER W e ll why I  am a s k in g  y o u  i s  t h a t  s o l a r  e n e rg y  i s  b e in g  u s e d  i n
s o l a r  h e a t i n g  p r o j e c t s  f o r  e x a m p le .
Oh s o l a r  e n e rg y  i s  a  d i f f e r e n t  t h i n g ,  i f  y o u  a s k  me a b o u t  b a l l o o n s ,  
w e l l  t h a t ' s  one t h i n g ,  i f  y o u  a s k  me a b o u t  s o l a r  e n e r g y ,  y e s  I  
w o u ld  c e r t a i n l y  s a y  y e s  m o st d e f i n i t e l y  t h e r e  i s  a  f u t u r e  f o r  
s o l a r  e n e r g y ,  t h e r e ' s  no q u e s t i o n  -  w h a t p r e c i s e l y  t h e  m ech an ism  
i s  g o in g  t o  b e  w h e th e r  i t  i s  g o in g  t o  b e  some k in d  o f  b i o l o g i c a l  
m ech an ism s w h e re  t h e  su n  c a u s e s  t h i n g s  t o  grow  w h ic h  we t h e n  
f e rm e n t  a n d  g e t  t h e  m e th an e  o u t  o f  a n d  u s e  t h a t ,  w h e th e r  i t ' s  
g o in g  t o  b e  d i r e c t  -  I  m ean t h a t  w as t e n t y  o r  t h i r t y  y e a r s  ag o  
t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  yo u  w e re  g o in g  t o  g e t  p h o to  e l e c t r i c  c e l l s  a n d  y o u  
w ere  g o in g - t o  g e t  b e t t e r  a n d  b e t t e r  o n e s  an d  t h e r e f o r e ,  p e o p le  
w o u ld  l i n e  t h e i r  r o o f s  w i th  p h o to  e l e c t r i c  c e l l s  .  I  t h i n k  
t h e  h i s t o r y  h a s  n o t  p ro v e d  t e r r i b l y  s a t i s f a c t o r y ,  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  
t h e y 'v e  g o t  t h e  p r i c e  o f  t h e  s o l a r  c e l l  down t o  w h e re  i t  c o m p e te s  
w i th  an y  o t h e r  fo rm  o f  e n e rg y  y e t ,  I  d o n ' t  know i f  t h e r e  i s  a  
b r e a k th r o u g h  on  t h e  h o r i z o n  th e  l i t t l e  I ' v e  r e a d  a b o u t  i t  w o u ld
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n o t  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e r e  w as b u t  t h e r e  a r e  a  l o t  o f  o t h e r  w ays 
i n c l u d i n g  one we h av e  a t  th e  O .U. My c o l l e a g u e  i n  t h e  ■ p h y s i c s  
d e p a r tm e n t  i s  b u i l d i n g  a  v e r y  s im p le  fo rm  o f  lo n g  te rm  s t o r e  
o f  s o l a r  e n e rg y  w h ich  i s  s im p ly  . . h e  h a s  r o c k s ,  h e  h a s  a  p i t  w i th  
r o c k s  i n  i t  t h o s e  r o c k s  h a v e  u m .. i t ' s  s m a l l  i t ' s  s m a l l  s c a l e  
g r a v e l s  t h e n  h e  h a s  p i p i n g  r u n n in g  th ro u g h  th e  r o c k s  a n d  th e  
p i p i n g  com es up  t o  t h e  t o p  w h e re  you  h av e  a  c o l l e c t o r  t r a y ,  
w h e re  y o u  h av e  a  s e r i e s  o f  t h e s e  p i p e s  r u n n in g  b a c k  an d  f o r t h  
i n  some k in d  o f  m a t r ix  t h a t  t r a n s f e r s  th e  s o l a r  h e a t  t o  t h e  f l u i d  
i n s o d e  t h e  p i p e s  an d  th e n  f e y  c i r c u l a t e  i t  down t o  t h e  r o c k s  
u n d e r n e a t h .  I  t h i n k  h e  h a s  some fo rm  o f  s w i tc h  t h a t  w i l l  lo w e r  
a  c o v e r  o v e r  t h e  to p  w hen t h e  su n  i s  n o t  t h e r e  o r  w hen i t ' s  n o t  
s u f f i c i e n t l y  l i g h t  b e c a u s e  I  d o n ' t  t h i n k  h e  n e e d s  d i r e c t  s u n l i g h t  
I  t h i n k  h e  c a n  h av e  i t  o f f  t h e  c lo u d s  i f  t h e  c lo u d s  a r e  t h i n  
e n o u g h . So h e  s t o r e s  when t h e r e  i s  e n e rg y  t o  b e  s t o r e d ,  o r  h e  
I  s h o u ld  s a y  he  c o l l e c t s  e n e rg y  w hen t h e r  i s  some t o  c o l l e c t ,  
he  s t o r e s  w hen t h e r e  i s n ' t  e n e rg y  t o  c o l l e c t  an d  t h e y ' r e  h o p in g  
t o  p ro v e  t h a t  t h i s  i s  a  v i a b l e  sy s te m  f o r  h o u se  h e a t i n g ,  an d  I  
t h i n k  i f  y o u  g e t  a  b i g  en o u g h  c o l l e c t o r  an d  r u n  m ore t h a n  one 
h o u s e  o f f  i t ,  i t  p r o b a b ly  w i l l  b e .
[VIEWER A v i a b l e  p r o p o s i t i o n .
I  t h i n k  i t  w o u ld  b e  a  v i a b l e  p r o p o s i t i o n  b e c a u s e  m o st o f  t h e  
a r e a  i s  u n d e r g ro u n d ,  t h e  s t o r e  i s  u n d e rg ro u n d  an d  s i n c e  h o u s e s  
i n  t h i s  c o u n t r y  d o n ' t  h a v e  c e l l a r s  b y  an d  l a r g e ,  o l d  h o u s e s  
h a v e  them  n o t  t h e  t h i n g s  t h e y ' r e  b u i l d i n g  now d o n ' t  h a v e  c e l l a r s  
so  y o u  c o u ld  p u t  t h i s  u n d e r n e a th  t h e  c e l l a r s  o r  i n  a  common 
a r e a  an d  h a v e  i t  g o in g  t o  tw e n ty  o r  t h i r t y  h o u s e s  a n d  t h a t  l o o k s  
l i k e  i t  c o u ld  b e  a  v i a b l e  p r o p o s i t i o n  t h a t  i s  r i g h t  i n  t h e  m id d le  
o f  r e s e a r c h  now . A n o th e r  a r e a  t h a t  I  h av e  a  f r i e n d  who h a s  b e e n  
d o in g  some t h e o r e t i c a l  s t u d i e s  on  a s  o p p o sed  t o  a  p r a c t i c a l  s t u d y  
i s  a  s o l a r  p o n d , y o u  f i n d  a  pond  o f  w a te r  an d  y o u  p u t  u p o n  i t ,  
e i t h e r  a  c h e m ic a l  -  a  l i q u i d  c h e m ic a l  o r  some k in d  o f  p l a s t i c  
y o u  a c t u a l l y  c o v e r  t h e  po n d  w i th  a  t r a n s p a r e n t  medium o f  e i t h e r  
p l a s t i c  o r  l i q u i d  c h e m ic a l  w h ich  th e n  a c t s  a s  an  i n s u l a t o r  a n d
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w ith  t h e  su n  u m .. w i l l  h e a t  up t h e  pond an d  th e  i n s u l a t i n g  
medium w i l l  p r e s e r v e  th e  h e a t  when th e  su n  i s  n o t  t h e r e  an d  
t h e n  you  w i l l  e x t r a c t  t h a t  h e a t  f o r  u s e  i n  a  num ber o f  low  
t e m e r a t u r e  s i t u a t i o n s  an d  a  f r i e n d  o f  m ine d e s ig n e d  a  sy s te m  
o f  s o l a r  p o n d s  t o  p r o v id e  a l l  th e  th e r m a l  n e e d s  o f  a  c i t y  o f  
. fif  iy th o u s a n d  p e o p le  so  t h e r e  a r e  an y  num ber o f  m e th o d s  b e in g  
i n v e s t i g a t e d  f o r  th e  u s e  o f  s o l a r  e n e rg y  an d  o f  c o u r s e  I  h av e  
no d e t a i l e d  k n o w led g e  t o  know w h ich  one i s  g o in g  t o  w ork  o u t  
o r  w h ich  m ix o f  t h i n g s  b e c a u s e  I 'm  s u r e  i t ' s  g o in g  t o  b e  a  m ix . 
H ow ever, I  am c o n v ic e d  t h a t  t h a t  i s  g o in g  t o  b e  s o m e th in g  i n  
t h e  n e x t  f i f t y  y e a r s ,  I  mean th e  num ber o f  f o r  ex am p le  t h e  
C a n a d ia n  g o v e rn m e n t h a s  now d e c re e d  t h a t  a l l  i t ' s  d i p l o m a t i c  
h o u s e s  i n  t h i r d  w o r ld  c o u n t r i e s  su c h  a s  K enya w i l l  h a v e  s o l a r  
c o l l e c t o r s  o n  t h e  r o o f  t o  p r o v id e  t h e  h o t  w a te r  n e e d e d  f o r  t h e  
h o u s e s  so  t h a t  t h e y  w o n 't  b e  a  d r a i n  on t h e  l o c a l  e l e c t r i c i t y  
s u p p ly .  Now o f  c o u r s e ,  t h e r e ' s  a  c e r t a i n  am ount o f  f a n f a r e  
a b o u t  i t  an d  a  c e r t a i n  am ount o f  p u b l i c i t y  b u t  i t  m u st b e  a  
r e a s o n a b l y  v i a b l e  p r o p o s i t i o n  f o r  p e o p le  t o  t r y  d o in g  i t  on  t h a t  
s c a l e .  I  know i f  y o u  go t o  I s r a e l  yo u  w i l l  s e e  s o l a r  c o l l e c t o r s  
on  t h e  r o o f s  a l l  t h e  t im e  f o r  h e a t i n g  h o t  w a te r  an d  I  do b e l i e v e  
t h a t  y o u  know i n  a  num ber o f  d i f f e r e n t  w ays s o l a r  e n e rg y  w i l l  
becom e m ore an d  m ore im p o r t a n t  t o  u s .
VIEWER
r  S t r i k e r s  
VIEWER
T h an k s  P e te r , I ' l l  j u s t  t u r n  o v e r  t h e  t a p e  a t  t h a t  p o i n t .
R ig h t  P eter, I  e x p e c t  y o u  know t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  p r i s i o n e r s  o n  
h u n g e r  s t r i k e  i n  t h e  M aize  p r i s o n  i n  B e l f a s t  do y o u  s e e  t h e s e  
p e o p le  a s  t e r r o r i s t s  an d  do y o u ih in k  t h e y  s h o u ld  b e  g iv e n  
p o l i t i c a l  s t a t u s ?
F o r  me t h e  p ro b le m  i s  -  I  w i l l  n o t  c o n f r o n t  t h e  p ro b le m  a t  t h a t  
l o c a l  l e v e l  i n  t h e  s e n s e  t h a t  I  do n o t  b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  lo n g  te rm  
v i a b i l i t y  o f  a  B r i t i s h  p r e s e n c e  i n  N o r th e r n  I r e l a n d  I  do b e l i e v e  
t h a t  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  w as m is s e d  i n  1921 o r  1922 w hen t h e  s i x  
c o u n t i e s  w e re  c r e a t e d  I  do t h i n k  t h a t  a l l  o f  I r e l a n d  s h o u ld  h a v e  
b e e n  g iv e n  i t s  in d e p e n d e n c e  th e n  an d  I  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  o n ly  
lo n g  te rm  s o l u t i o n  f o r  t h e  B r i t i s h  g o v e rn m e n t i s  t o  a n n o u n c e  a
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p e r io d  d u r in g  w h ich  n e g o t i a t i o n s  m ust ta lce  p l a c e  b e c a u s e  a t  
th e  en d  o f  t h a t  p e r io d  m i l i t a r y  p re s e n c e  i s  g o in g  t o  b e  
w ith d ra w n  an d  i f  t h a t  r e q u i r e s  t h a t  a  c e r t a i n  num ber o f  
h u n d re d s  o f  th o u s a n d s  b e  r e - l o c a t e d  b e c a u s e  th e y  c a n ' t  b e a r  
t o  l i v e  i n  a  u n i t e d  I r e l a n d  th e n  so  b e  i t .  We h av e  a c c e p te d  
o t h e r  i n f l u x e s  i n  t h e  p a s t  t e n ,  f i f t e e n  y e a r s .  I 'm  t h i n k i n g  o f  
t h e  K enyan A s ia n s  an d  th e  U gandan  A s ia n s  an d  i t  w as p e r f e c t l y  
r i g h t  t h a t  th e y  s h o u ld  h a v e  b e e n  a c c e p te d  i n  f a c t  t h e  way 
t h e  K enyan  A s ia n s  w ere  t r e a t e d  w as a b o m in a b le ,  a t  l e a s t  t h e  
c o n s e r v a t i v e  g o v e rn m e n t u n d e r  H e a th  h ad  th e  d e c e n c y  t o  s a y  
t h a t  t h e  U g a n d ia n  A s ia n s  c o u ld  come an d  t h e y  d id  come i n  
c o n s i d e r a b l e  n u m b ers  now i t ' l l  b e  a  much b i g g e r  i n f l u x  I  g u e s s  
i f  U ls te rm e n  f e e l  t h e y  h a v e  t o  come t o  m a in la n d  B r i t a i n  b u t  
i t  i s  i n  t h a t  fram ew o rk  t h a t  I  s e e  t h e  w h o le  p ro b le m  an d  
t h e r e f o r e ,  I  d o n ' t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  p e o p le  who a r e  on  h u n g e r  
s t r i k e  i n  t h e  M aize  a r e  e q u i v a l e n t  t o  y o u r  a v e r a g e  arm ed  r o b b e r ,  
o r  y o u r  a v e r a g e  c r im i n a l  who s im p ly  o p e r a t e s  f o r  h i s  own i n d i v ­
i d u a l  g a i n ,  I  do t h i n k  t h e r e  i s  a  d i s t i n c t i o n ,  I  know t h e  B r i t i s h  
g o v e rn m e n t d o e s n ' t  f e e l  t h a t  i t  w a n ts  t o  make t h a t  d i s t i n c t i o n  
b e c a u s e  i t  f e e l s  i t  w o u ld  e l e v a t e  them  t o  a  p o s i t i o n  o r  a  s t a t u s  
t h a t  i t  d o e s  n o t  c o n s i d e r  w i t h i n  t h e  c o n te x t  o f  a n y  s o l u t i o n  
t h a t  i t  e n v i s a g e s  f o r  N o r th e r n  I r e l a n d .  I  t h i n k  t h a t  i s  a  
m i s ta k e ,  I  do t h i n k  t h e s e  p e o p le  a r e  f i g h t i n g  f o r  a  c e r t a i n  
p o l i t i c a l  v i s i o n  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  w h e th e r  we a c c e p t  t h a t  v i s i o n  
o r  n o t  i f  y o u  go  b a c k  t o  1948 t h e  B r i t i s h  g o v e rn m e n t w as d o in g  
e x a c t l y  t h e  sam e t h i n g  w i th  t h e  C om m unist i n s u r g e n c e  i n  M a lay a  
t h e y  c a l l e d  t h e  p e o p le  b a n d i t s  th e y  d id  t h e  same t h i n g  i n  
R h o d e s ia ,  t h e y  w e re  d o in g  t h e  same t h i n g  i n  K enya d u r in g  
m au-mau b o th  p e o p le  w e re  b a n d i t s  w h a t a r e ' t h e y  .n o w ,a  l e g i t i m a t e  
n a t i o n a l  g o v e rn m e n t.  B e g in  w as a  t e r r o r i s t  a n d  now h e  i s  a  
P r e s i d e n t  o r  P rim e  M i n i s t e r  o f  I s r a e l  an d  so  b e f o r e  y o u  g iv e  
them  in d e p e n d e c e  th e y  a r e  t e r r o r i s t s  an d  a f t e r  y o u  g i v e  th em  
in d e p e n d e n c e  th e y  a r e  t h e  l e a d e r s  o f  th e  n a t i o n a l  l i b e r a t i o n  
m ovem ent. W e ll i f  i t  w o rk s  o u t  t h a t  N o r th e r n  I r e l a n d  b eco m es 
p a r t  o f  a  u n i t e d  I r e l a n d  th e n  t h e  same t h i n g  w i l l  h a p p e n  w i th  t h e s e  
p e o p le ,  a l th o u g h  th e y  w o n 't  come t o  th e  t o p  o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  h e a p
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i n  a n y th in g  l i k e  t h e  sp e e d  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  a l r e a d y  i s  a
g o v e rn m e n t i n  D u b l in  w h ich  th e y  w ou ld  h a v e  to  somehow i n t e r g r a t e
o r  come t o  te rm s  w i th -  I  t h i n k  th e  w h o le  t r e a t m e n t  o f  I .R .A .  
s u s p e c t s  i n  N o r th e rn  I r e l a n d  s i n c e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  s i n c e  t h e  
i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  in te r n m e n t  an d  s in c e  t h e  p r e v e n t i o n  o f  t e r r o r i s m  
a c t s  h a s  d e g ra d e d  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  B r i t i s h  j u s t i c e  i n  N o r th e r n  
I r e l a n d  t o  su c h  a  d e g re e  t h a t  th e y  do n o t  h a v e  a  m o ra l p o s i t i o n  
i n  w h ich  t o  s t a n d  an d  s a y  t h a t  th e  p e o p le  on  t h e  o t h e r  s i d e  a r e  
n o t  m o t iv a te d  b y  p o l i t i c a l  c o n v i c t i o n s  an d  a r e  n o t  a c t u a l l y
f i g h t i n g  w h a t i s  i n  e f f e c t  a  c i v i l  w a r . I f  one c o u ld  b e l i v e  i n
t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  c r im i n a l  j u s t i c e  i n  N O rth e rn  I r e l a n d ,  on e  m ig h t 
h a v e  some r e a s o n  f o r  s a y in g  t h e s e  p e o p le  s h o u ld  b e  s u b j e c t  t o  
t h a t  j u s t i c e  l i k e  an y b o d y  e l s e  i s  s u b j e c t  t o  t h a t  j u s t i c e ,  t o  
t h a t  r u l e  o f  law  i n  N o r th e r n  I r e l a n d ,  t h e  r u l e  o f  law  i n  N O rth e rn  
I r e l a n d  i s  so  b a d ly  d e g ra d e d  i n  my v iew  t h a t  th e  u s e  o f  t h e  
m i l i t a r y  h a s  becom e so  d o m in a n t i n  N o r th e r n  I r e l a n d  t h a t  one 
m u st ac k n o w led g e  w h a t i s  on  t h e  o t h e r  s i d e  o f  t h e  d i s p u t e  i s  
much m ore l i k e  a n  arm y t h a n  a  b u n ch  o f  t h u g s .  M ind y o u  t h a t  i s  
n o t  t o  co n d o n e  t h e  k in d  o f  t h i n g s  t h e y  d o .  Any o f  t h e  n a t i o n a l  
l i b e r a t i o n  m ovem ents t h a t  y o u  c a n  t h i n k  o f  h a v e  i n d u lg e d  i n  t h e  . 
k i n d s  o f  v i o l e n c e  w h ich  n o b o d y , o t h e r  t h a n  p e o p le  I  g u e s s  who 
a r e  t h a t  co m m itte d  t o  some p o l i t i c a l  en d  w o u ld  c o n s i d e r  a c c e p t a b l e  
p r i c e  t o  p a y .  I  t h i n k  t h a t  i s  w h e re  I  s t a n d  on  t h a t .
RVIEWER Do y o u  t h i n k  t h e  M .P . f o r  C o u n ty  T y ro n e  Tom C a r r o l  s h o u ld  
b e  g r a n t e d  a n  i n t e r v i e w  w i th  M rs T h a tc h e r ?
l e s
VIEWER
Y es no  q u e s t i o n ,  I  r e a l i s e  t h a t  i t  w o u ld  b e  a  p o l i t i c a l  
e m b a r ra s s m e n t b y t  t h a t ' s  to o  b a d .  He p r o b a b ly  w o u l d n 't  s a y  
much m ore t h a n  sh e  a l r e a d y  know s b u t  t h e r e  i s  no r e a s o n  why 
he  s h o u l d n ' t  b e  g r a n t e d  a n  i n t e r v i e w  j u s t  b e c a u s e  h e ' s  t h a t  
p a r t i c u l a r  M .P . a s  o p p o se d  t o  some o t h e r  M .P .
O .K . r i g h t o  Have y o u  an y  h o b b ie s  a t  a l l  o r  t h i n g s  t h a t  s o r t  o f  
t u r n  yo u  o n , t h i n g s  t h a t  yo u  do o u t s i d e  o f  t h e  O .U . C an y o u  
s a y  how yo u  g o t  in te r e _ x s te d  i n  t h e s e ?
W ell) one o f  my h o b b ie s  i s  p l a y i n g  g u i t a r .
VIEWER Y es I  c a n  s e e  t h a t  by  t h e  l e n g t h  o f  y o u r  f i n g e r n a i l s  on  on e  h a n d ,
t h e y ' r e  s h o r t  on  th e  l e f t  an d  lo n g  on  t h e  r i g h t .  I  j u s t  f i g u r e d  
t h a t  a c t u a l l y  b e c a u s e  I 'm  l e a r n i n g  t o  p l a y  th e  g u i t a r  m y s e l f .
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Y es w e l l  I ' v e  p la y e d  g u i t a r  s i n c e  I  w as e l e v e n  an d  p la y e d  
a l l  k in d s  o f  d i f f e r e n t  s t y l e s  a t  d i f f e r e n t  t i m e s .
ERVIEWER S u ch  a s ?
;r
^VIEWER
W ell l e t ' s  s e e ,  I  s t a r t e d  o u t  p l a y i n g  c o u n t r y  an d  w e s te r n  when 
I  w as e le v e n  t o  t h i r t e e n  o r  f o u r t e e n  an d  th e n  I  g o t  i n t o  a  
j a z z  b a n d  an d  I  p la y e d  j a z z  g u i t a r  f o r  a  w h i le  an d  t h a t  w as 
a l l  p l a y i n g  w i th  a  p le c t r u m  t h a t  w as n o t  p l a y i n g  w i th  t h e  
f i n g e r n a i l s .  I  g o t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  f o l k  m u s ic  a lo n g  a b o u t  t h e  t im e  
o f  P e t e  S e g e r  an d  t h e  W e a v e rs , The K in g s to n  T r i o ;  P e t e r ,  p a u l  
a n d  M ary a n d  a  w h o le  b u n ch  o f  o t h e r  p se u d o  f o l k  g ro u p s  w e re  
m ak in g  a  l o t  o f  money i n  t h e  s t a t e s  an d  C a n a d a .
I  t h i n k  t h a t  w as a t  t h e  en d  o f  t h e  6 0 's  b e g in in g  o f  t h e  7 0 ' s  
w a s n ' t  i t ?
T h a t  w o u ld  b e  t h e  e a r l y  6 0 's  com ing  th ro u g h  t h e  m id d le  6 0 ' s .
I  came h e r e  i n  '63 an d  a l t h o u g h  t h e  g ro u p s  w e re  p o p u la r  a n d  
some w ere  o v e r  t h e  h i l l ,  t h e  K in g s to n  t r i o  w as o v e r  t h e  h i l l  
b y  1963, so  i t  w o u ld  b e  l a t e  3 0 ' s  a n d  e a r l y  6 0 ' s .  The W e av e rs  
o f  c o u r s e  w e re  much e a r l i e r  t h e y  w e re  a  g ro u p  t h a t  e x i s t e d  f o r  
t e n  o r  f i f t e e n  y e a r s  an d  I  w o u l d n 't  c a l l  them  a  p s e u d o  f o l k  g ro u p  
b u t  I  w o u ld  c a l l  t h e  K in g s to n . T r io  a n d  P e t e r ,  P a u l  a n d  M ary a  
p s e u d o  f o l k  g ro u p .  B u t I  g o t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  f o l k  m u s ic  th r o u g h  
l i s t e n i n g  t o  t h e  k i n d s  o f  s o n g s  t h a t  t h e y  p la y e d  a n d  t h e n  I  
came o v e r  h e r e  a n d  g o t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  B r i t i s h  f o l k  m u s ic  a n d  a l s o  
I  h a d  a  l o n g  te rm  i n t e r e s t  i n  A m eric an  b l u e s  m u s ic  b u t  u n t i l  I  
s t a r t e d  p l a y i n g  w i th  my f i n g e r s  I  c o u l d n ' t  p l a y  v e r y  much o f  i t  
t h a t  d e v e lo p e d  o v e r  h e r e  a s  w e l l ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  a t  home b e c a u s e  
w hen I  came h e r e  I  g a v e  u p  p l a y i n g  w i th  a  p le c t r u m  a n d  I  s t a r t e d  
p l a y i n g  w i th  my f i n g e r s .  I t  a lw a y s  h ad  seem ed  a m s o lu t e ly  
u n f e a s i b l e  f o r  me t o  k e e p  a  s e t  o f  f i n g e r n a i l s  f o r  a n y  l e n g t h  
o f  t im e ,  t h e r e f o r e  t h e  p ro b le m  o f  a lw a y s  h a v in g  a  b ro k e n  n a i l  
an d  n o t  b e in g  a b le  t o  p l a y  w as s o m e th in g  t h a t  I  m a s te r e d  o v e r  a  
p e r io d  o f  y e a r s  b e c a u s e  I  b a s i c a l l y  c o n v e r te d  m y s e l f  t o  u s i n g  
my l e f t  h an d  f o r  a l l  k in d s  o f  d i f f e r e n t  t a s k s  t h a t  you  w o u ld  u s e
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y o u r  r i g h t  h an d  f o r ,  to  k e e p  m y s e lf  from  b r e a k in g  my f i n g e r n a i l s  
l i k e  d i a l i n g  a  t e l e p h o n e  o r  p u s h in g  a  d o o r b e l l .  So my s t y l e  
o f  p l a y i n g  ch a n g ed  a s  I  l e a r n e d  to  u s e  my r i g h t  h an d  an d  p la y  
w i th  my t h r e e  f i n g e r s  and  thum b and  e x p o s u re  t o  f o l k  m u s ic  an d  
B r i t i s h  f o l k  m u s ic  i n  fo k  c l u b s  w as s o m e th in g  o f  a  r e v e l a t i o n  
t o  me. B e c a u se  I ’ d h e a r d  a lm o s t  n o th in g  a b o u t  i t  a t  hom e. I ’ d 
h e a r d  A p p e la t io n  M o u n ta in  m u s ic  w h ich  i s  I  know now a s  d e r i v i t i v e  
I  fo u n d  i t  v e r y  s p a r s e  an d  som ew hat h a r s h  when I  f i r s t  h e a r d  i t ,  
com ing  t o  B r i t a i n  a n d  l i s t e n i n g  t o  E n g l i s h  f o l k  s i n g e r s  I  fo u n d  
t h e  n a s a l  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e i r  v o i c e s  s o m e th in g  I  q u i t e  l i k e d  a s  
o p p o se d  t o  s o m e th in g  I  d i d n ’ t  l i k e  an d  when on t h e  few  o c c a s s i o n s  
when I  h a v e  h e a r d  some fam o u s e x p o n e n ts  o f  A p p e la t io n  M o u n ta in s  
m u s ic  l i k e  J e a n  R i t c h i e  s i n g s ,  s h e  now s i n g s  l i k e  an y b o d y  a ro u n d  
h e r e  s i n g s  when t h e y  g e t  up  an d  s i n g  i n  a  f o lk ,  c l u b .  W h erea s  a t  
home I  th o u g h t  s h e  s a n g  i n  a  v e r y  s t r a n g e  f a s h i o n .  So ; I ’ve  
g r a v i t a t e d  t o  E n g l i s h  f o l k  m u s ic  an d  A m eric an  B lu e s  a n d . .  b u t  
a l l  th r o u g h  t h e  p e r i o d  o f  t h e  m id d le  t o  t h e  l a t e  60 ' s  t o  t h e  
e a r l y  yO ’ s  I  w as a l s o  s i n g i n g  an d  p l a y i n g  a n  a w fu l  l o t  o f  m u s ic  
t h a t  w as o f f  o f  t h e  r a d i o  a t  t h a t  t im e  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  a r e  a  num ber 
o f  s i n g e r  s o n g w r i t e r s  s u c h  a s  Bob D y la n , Ja m e s  T a y lo r  a n d  
L e o n a rd  C ohen who w e r e ; .w r i t in g  s o n g s  t h a t  I  e s p e c i a l l y  a p p r e c i a t e d  
i t  w as a  t im e  w hen t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  t h e  l y r i c s  becam e much much 
m ore p r o f e s s i o n a l  an d  a r t i s t i c  a t  t h e  sam e t im e  t h a n  h a d  b e e n  
t h e  c a s e  i n  p o p u la r  m u s ic  i n  t h e  50 ' s  a n d  e a r l y  6 0 * s  w h ic h  w as 
m o s t ly  j u n k .  I  m ean I  l i k e d  t h a t  m u s ic  a  l o t  b u t  o n e  m u s t s a y  
t h a t  t h e  l y r i c s  w e re  m o s t ly  ju n k  an d  t h e  l y r i c s  becam e i n v o l v e d ,  
much m ore e x p r e s s i v e  o f  p e o p l e ' s  c o n c e rn  i n  t h e  60 ' s  a n d  e a r l y  
70 ' s  o f  c o u r s e  a  l o t  o f  i t  h a s  d ro p p e d  b a c k  now, t h e r e  a r e  v e r y  
few  p e o p le  o f  t h a t  q u a l i t y  w r i t i n g  an y  m o re . So I  w as s i n g i n g  
a  l o t  o f  t h e i r  m u s ic  w h ic h  I  s t i l l  do s i n g  a l th o u g h  i t ' s  now 
h i s t r o y  a s  o p p o se d  t o  t h e  s o r t  o f  m u s ic  t h a t ' s  o n  t h e  r a d i o  
a t  t h e  moment an d  h a v e  k e p t  a n  a b id i n g  i n t e r e s t  i n  B r i t i s h  
f o l k  m u s ic  e v e r  s i n c e  t h a t  p e r i o d  an d  i n  t h e  l a s t  f o u r  o r  f i v e  
y e a r s  h a v e  h a s  a  c o u p le  o f  o c c a s io n s  i n  w h io h  I  c o u ld  w r i t e  some 
m u s ic  b e c a u s e  t h e r e  h a v e  b e e n  a  c o u p le  o f  t h e a t r e  p r o d u c t i o n s  
i n  t h e  l o c a l  a r e a  h e r e  t h a t  h a v e  n e e d e d  m u s ic  o f  a  t r a d i t i o n a l  
E n g l i s h  s t y l e  an d  I  h a v e  b e e n  a s k e d  t o  w r i t e  some m u s ic  f o r  t h a t
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and I  have done so and enjoyed doing  t h a t .  So i t ’ s been 
a  lo n g  and a b id in g  i n t e r e s t  p lay in h g  and s in g in g , I  now o f 
co u rse  p la y  and s in g  a l o t  fo r  my c h i ld r e n .
CRVIEWER Yes t h a t ’ s  d e l ig h t f u l .
Oh i t ’ s  w onderfu l I  mean most b o th  tim e s  a re  tim e s  to  s in g  and 
p la y  a s  w e ll a s  g e t washed and th e  k id s  a re  le a rn in g  to  s in g  
v e ry  w e ll to o .
]R VIEWER Your w ife  s in g s  a s  w e ll ,  does she?
Not a s  much a s  I  do no sh e , I  don’t  th in k  i t  i s  u n f a i r  to  h e r  
to  say  th a t  I ’m a  b e t t e r  s in g e r  th a n  she i s ,  she can fo llo w  
a  tu n e  i f  someone e l s e  i s  s in g in g  i t ,  she h as  a  h a rd  tim e 
hang ing  on to  a  tu n e , b u t she s in g s  a  l o t  w ith  th e  k id s  when 
I ’m n o t th e re  because  she d o esn ’t  f e e l  em barrassed  and th e  k id s  
l i k e  i t o  They don’t  mind i f  she w anders o f f  key a  l i t t l e  b i t  
so th e r e  i s  a l o t  o f  s in g in g  e i t h e r  I ’m do ing  i t  o r  my w if e ’ s 
do ing  i t ,  o r th e  k id s  a re  do ing  i t  o r ,  a l l  o f u s  a re  d o ing  i t ,  
a t  th e  same tim e in  th e  house j u s t  a s  a  norm al h a b i t ,  j u s t  
p a r t  o f what we do a l l  day , um .. and th e  k id s  a re  a l s o  l i s t e n i n g  
to  ta p e s  o f  e i t h e r  c h i ld r e n ’ s  songs o r  f o lk  songs t h a t  have 
been  re c o rd e d  w ith  c h i ld r e n  in  mind which we have, vre have a  
dozen ta p e s  and th e y . ,  th e re  a re  tim e s  i n  th e  day when th e y  
tu r n  them on and l i s t e n  to  them , b u t th e y ’r e  coming a lo n g  - 
b o th  a s  l i s t e n e r s  and s in g e r s .  But t h a t ’ s . . .  t h a t  and th e  s tu d y  
o f  l i t e r a t u r e ,  r e a d in g  b o th  p o e try  and p ro se  w hich i s  a g a in  
an e q u a l ly  lo n g  te rm  i n t e r e s t ,  I  became v e ry  much i n t e r e s t e d  
in  my e a r ly  c o lle g e  y e a r s  because  u n lik e  th e  B r i t i s h  u n iv e r s i t y  
cu rric u lu m  in  which i f  you go to  re a d  p h y s ic s  you s t a r t  on your 
f i r s t  y e a r  w ith  p h y s ic s  and you end up th e  t h i r d  y e a r  w ith  p h y s ic s  
and t h a t ’ s  i t  i n  N orth  A m erica I  wnet to  re a d  e n g in e e r in g  and 
in  th e  f i r s t  y e a r  e n g in e e r in g  c l a s s  you had to  ta k e  th e  norm al 
E n g lish  c l a s s  th a t  everybody to o k  no m a tte r  w hether th e y  w ere 
m a jo rin g  in  E n g lish  o r w hether th e y  were m ajo rin g  a s  I  was in  
e n g in e e r in g . So I  had a y e a r  o f  ex trem ely  good te a c h in g  in  th e  
s tu d y  o f  E n g lish  l i t e r a t u r e ,  i t  was a  su rv e y  cou rse  b u t we had 
good peo p le  whoæ m ajor concern  was te a c h in g  E n g lish  a t  th e
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ERVIEWER
u n i v e r s i t y  l e v e l  an d  d o in g  r e s e a r c h  i n  E n g l i s h  l i t e r a t u r e  
w ere  t e a c h i n g  u s  a s  w e l l  a s  t e a c h in g  t h e  E n g l i s h  m a jo r s ,  
so  w i th  one v e r y  good  e x p o s u re  I  g o t  s h a l l  I  s a y  t u r n e d  on 
I  d h ad  a b o m in a b le  t e a c h i n g  a t  s e c o n d a ry  s c h o o l ,  my s e c o n d a ry  
s c h o o l  t e a c h i n g  i n  E n g l i s h  w as j u s t . . .  I  lo o k  b a c k  on  i t  j u s t  
w i th  d ee p  h o r r o r .  T h e re  w as no one who u n d e r s to o d  a n y th in g  
a b o u t  E n g l i s h  l i t e r a t u r e  a t  my s e c o n d a ry  s c h o o l  an d  we a l l .  
h ad  t o  t a k e  i t ,  I  m ean a g a in  i t  w as l i k e  t h e  s c h o l a r  s y s te m  
h e r e  i n  t h e  s c h o l a r  s y s te m  you  h av e  t o  t a k e  lo w e r s  an d  h i g h e r s  
an d  i n  lo w e r s  y o u  t a k e  t e n  s u b j e c t s  an d  i n . h i g h e r s  y o u  t a k e  
f i v e  o r  s i x  an d  t h e r e  i s  t h e  same t h i n g  i n  C an ad a  w hen I  w en t 
th r o u g h  I  to o k  e l e v e n  s u b j e c t s  a t  lo w e r  l e v e l  an d  I  w en t s t r a i g h t  
t o  u n i v e r s i t y  fro m  lo w e r  l e v e l  w h ich  yo u  c o u ld  go on a n d  t a k e  
an  u p p e r  l e v e l  an d  y o u  w o u ld  t a k e  s i x  o r  s e v e n  s u b j e c t s  i n  w h ic h  
E n g l i s h  w o u ld  h a v e  t o  b e  o n e .
Y es a  c o m p u ls o ry  s u b j e c t ?
;r
RVIEWER
Y es t h a t  w o u ld ‘h a v e  b e e n  a  c o m p u lso ry  s u b j e c t  s o  I  h a d  t o  t a k e  
i t  a s  e v e ry b o d y  d i d ,  b u t  i t  w as a b s o l u t e l y  a b o m in a b le  t e a c h i n g  
so  t h a t  t h i s  one c o u r s e  a t  f i r s t  y e a r  u n i v e r s i t y  l e v e l  w as 
r e a l l y  a  l i f e  s a v e r  f o r  me an d  i t  i n t r o d u c e d  me t o  m o d ern  p o e t r y  
an d  t o  S h a k e s p e a re  an d  M i l to n  an d  C h a u c e r  a n d  a u t h o r s  t h a t  I  
h a v e  e n jo y e d  t r e m e n d o u s ly  s i n c e .
You w e re  i n t r o d u c e d  t o  t h e s e  a t  s c h o o l  p re s u m a b ly ?
D ic k e n s ,  S h a k e s p e a re  a n d  a  b u n ch  o f  ju n k  n o v e l i s t s  i s  a l l  
we h a d  a t  s e c o n d a ry  l e v e l ,  we d id n  t  t e a l l y  h a v e  a  c o u r s e  
a n y th in g  l i k e  t h e  s u r v e y  c o u r s e  t h a t  I  g o t  i n  u n i v e r s i t y ,  we 
h ad  t o  do a  D ic k e n g n o v e l  an d  we h a d  t o  do a  S h a k e s p e a re  p l a y  
e v e ry  y e a r  f o r  t h e  l a s t  t h r e e  y e a r s  a t  my s e c o n d a ry  s c h o o l ,  so  
I  d id  b y  t h e  t im e  I ’ d f i n i s h e d  s e c o n d a ry  s c h o o l ,  I  l i k e d  
S h ak esp e a r©  I  d i d n ’ t  l i k e  D ic k e n s  an d  I  h ad  no o t h e r  e x p o s u r e  
t o  a n y th in g  t h a t  w as r e a l l y  . .  I  mean o u r  p o e t r y  w as J o h n  
M a s e f i e ld  a n d  I  c o n s i d e r  him  d u l l
^VIEWER You d i d n ’ t  g e t  R o b e r t  B ro w n in g  o r  som eone l i k e  t h a t ?
No we d i d n ’ t  ev e n  g e t  u p  t o  R o b e r t  B ro w n in g , i t  w as v e r y  b a d  
i t  w as a  t e r r i b l e  c u r r i c u lu m  b u t  s i n c e  u n i v e r s i t y  I  h a v e  r e a d
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TERVIEWER
c o n t i n u o u s l y .  My w ife  i n  1972 -  1 9 7 5 , w en t b a c k  and  d id  a  
s e c o n d  f i r s t  d e g r e e  h e r e  i n  E n g la n d  a f t e r  I  j o i n e d  th e  O .U.
She w en t b a c k  t o  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  C i l l e g e ,  London an d  d id  an  
h o n o u rs  E n g l i s h  d e g r e e  an d  so  we w ere  b o th  in v o lv e d  v e r y  
h e a v i l y  i n  t h a t , an d  I  r e a d  a  l o t  o f  t h e  s t u f f  t h a t  s h e  r e a d  
an d  d i s c u s s e d  h e r  e s s a y s  w i th  h e r ,  I  a t t e n d e d  th e  odd l e c t u r e  
an d  w hen s o m e th in g  s p e c i a l  came u p , an d  t h a t  h a s  b e e n  a  lo n g  
te rm  i n t e r e s t .  O ver t h a t  p e r io d  we saw a n  a w fu l  l o t  o f  S h a k e s p e a re  
s i n c e  we h ad  c h i l d r e n  we h av e  h a d  u m ..  l e s s ,  fe w e r  num ber 
o f  o u t i n g s .  I  h o p e  t h a t  w i l l  ch an g e  a g a i n .  I  h o p e  we g e t  b a c k  t o  
s e e in g  s a y , h a b i t u a l l y  s e e in g  e v e r y t h i n g  t h a t  i s  on  a t  S t r a t f o r d  
t h i s  y e a r .
I t ' s  n o t  to o  f a r  aw ay?
ÎVIEWER
I t ' s  n o t  to o  f a r  aw ay, i t ' s  a  l o v e l y  d r i v e  o v e r  t h e r e ,  i t ' s  
a  v e r y  n i c e  o u t i n g  when we do i t .  B u t I  w o u ld  l i k e  t o ,  a n d  t h i s  
i s  s o m e th in g  t h a t  I  u s e d  t o  b e  a b l e  t o  d o ,a g a i n  a s  s o m e th in g  
t h a t  I  do aw ay fro m  w ork  w h ich  i s  t o  s e e  e v e r y t h i n g  i n  S t r a t f o r d  
e a c h  y e a r .  To b e  a b l e  t o  k e e p  up  w i th  i t  a n d  e n jo y  i t  a n d  s e e  
how i t  i s  e o l v i n g .  T h e re  w as a  p a r t i c u l a r  p e r io d  i n  t h e  e a r l y  
s e v e n t i e s  w hen t h e y  w e re  a  a c t o r s  l i k e  B re w s te r  M ason a n d  I a n  
R is h a r d s o n  o v e r  a t  O x fo rd  a n d  I  lo o k  b a c k  on  those... I  lo o k  
b a c k  on  t h e i r  R ic h a r d  I I  w i th  n o s t a l g i a ,  t h e y  w e re  some o f  t h e  
g r e a t e s t  p e r fo rm a n c e s  I  h a v e  e v e r  s e e n  i n  my l i f e .  I 'm  s u r e .
Have y o u  a n y  o t h e r  p a s t im e s  o r  t h i n g s  t h a t  y o u  e n jo y  d o in g ?  
r i g h t  aw ay fro m  t h e  O .U . 'a n d  y o u r  w o r k . .
I  w o u l d n 't  c l a s s  my c h i l d r e n  a s  a  p a s t im e ,  b u t  t h a t . . .
[VIEWER A c t i v i t y  i s  s o m e th in g  t h a t  y o u  e n jo y  d o in g ,  I  s u p p o s e  y o u  c a n ' t  
r e a l l y  c l a s s  i t  a s  a  ho b b y  e i t h e r  -  s o m e th in g  w h ic h  i s  p a r t  o f  
yo u  an d  n o t  p a r t  o f  o u r- .- .. .  w e l l  I  m ean y o u r  w o rk  i s  y o u , b u t  
I  • m e a n . . .
G e t t i n g  r i g h t  cw ay fro m  w ork  I  h av e  a lm o s t  c o n t in u o u s  in v o lv m e n t  
w i th  my c h ik d r e n ,  t h i s  i s  t h e  o t h e r  t h i n g  t h a t  t a k e s  m o st o f  my 
t i m e .  I f  y o u  a s k  me how I  s p e n d  my t im e ?  I  sp e n d  my t im e  d o in g  
O .U . w ork  an d  r e a d i n g  a s  much a s  I  c a n ,  p l a y i n g  a s  much m u s ic  
a s  I  c a n  — an d  th o s e  s e c o n d  an d  t h i r d  t h i n g s  a r e  w oven a ro u n d
c h i l d r e n  b e c a u s e  t h e y  a r e  tw o an d  f o u r  a n d  t h e y ' r e  a t  a  t im e  
when
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Lee f o r  som eone  
b in g  m a r r ie d  
mZIEWER—
a l o t  o f  h e l p  ;and a l o s  I  e n j o y  v e r y  much b e i n g  w i t h  th em , s o ;  
t h e y  consum e a  l o t  o f  t i m e .
Y es I  c a n  im a g in e  s o .  R ig h t  h av e  you  an y  a d v ic e  f o r  
som eone g e t t i n g  m a r r ie d ?
e r D o n 't  do i t  to o  e a r l y  — umm l i v e  w i th  t h e  p e r s o n  y o u 'r e  g o in g  
t o  m a rry  f i r s t  f o r  a  c o u p le  o f  y e a r s  t o  s e e  how i t  w o rk s  o u t ,  
d o n ' t  e x p e c t  i t  t o  b e  th e  same t h i n g  f o r  t h e  r e s t  o f  y o u r  l i f e ,
- wh e n  y o u  f i r s t  g e t  m a r r ie d  b e c a u s e ,  I  w o u ld  I s a y  one o f  
t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  h a s  r e c e i v e d  r e l a t i v e l y  l i t t l e  a t t e n t i o n  u n t i l  
r e c e n t l y  i s  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  p a t t e r n s  o f  g ro w th  f o r  y o u r  a v e r a g e  
man o r  y o u r  a v e r a g e  woman th ro u g h  s a y  t h e  f i r s t  tw e n ty  y e a r s  
o f  a  lo n g  te rm  m a r r i a g e .  T h e re  i s  a  p a r t i c u l a r  b o o k  a b o u t  
t h i s  c a l l e d  " P a s s a g e s "  w h ich  d o cu m en ts  an d  t a l k s  a b o u t  p w o p le
^VIEWER I t ' s  c a l l e d  p a s s a g e s ,  who i s  t h i s  by ?
G o o d n e ss , I  d o n ' t  know .
[VIEWER I s  i t  a  r e c e n t  p u b l i c a t i o n ?
I t ' s  a b o u t  f i v e  o r  s i x  y e a r s  o ld  an d  w h a t i t  t a l k s  a b o u t  i s  
d i f f e r n t  p a t t e r n s  o f  g ro w th ,  i f  y o u  lo o k  a t a  c o u p le  i n  t h e  
N o r th  A m e ric a n  m e d ia  p a r t i c u l a r l y  , t h e y  g e t  m a r r ie d  a t . 21 
t h e  man i s  o u t  o f  c o l l e g e ,  t h e y  h a v e  k i d s  w i t h i n  a  c o u p le  o f  
y e a r s ,  t h e  w i f e  i s  h e a v i l y  i n v o lv e d  w i th  c h i l d  r e a r i n g ,  w h i l e  
t h e  man i s  in b o lv e d  i n  h a c k in g  o u t  h i s  c a r e e r  -  t h e y  w i l l  g e t  
t o  t h e  a g e  o f  t h i r t y  f i v e ,  t h e  k i d s  w i l l  b e  f o u r t e e n  o r  f i f ­
t e e n .  The man i s  a t  a  s t a g e  w h e re  h e  w i l l  e i t h e r  b e  a c c r e t e d  
i n t o  u p p e r  m anagem ent o r  h e  w o n 't  an d  h e  i s  c a r v i n g  h i s  p o s i t i o n  
t h e r e .  I t ' s  one o f  t h e  m ore i n t e n s e  t im e s  o f  h i s  c a r e e r  l i f e  
b e c a u s e  he  i s  e i t h e r  g o in g  t o  make i t  i n t o  a n  u p p e r  s t r e a m  
m anagem ent o r  he i s  g o in g  t o  b e  s t u c k  i n  p a r k in g  o r b i t  a n d  t h e  
l i l f e  com es t o  a  p e r i o d  w hen t h e  l i v e s  t h a t  t h e y  h a v e  a s s i g n e d  t o  
th e m s e lv e  i n  t h e i r  t w e n t i e s  h a v e  now b a s i c a l l y  f i n i s h e d  f o r  h e r  
t h e y  h a v e n ' t  f i n i s h e d  f o r  h im  a t  a l l .  The same r o l e  t h a t  h e  
a s s ig n e d  h i m s e l f  a t  tw e n ty  one he i s  s t i l l  w o rk in g  on i n  h i s  m id d le  
t h i r t i e s .  She h a s  b e e n  a  m o th e r  an d  m o th e rh o o d  now i s  much l e s s  
a b s o r b in g  an d  much l e s s  c o m p le te  a  t a s k  t h a t  i t  w as i n  h e r  t w e n t i e s
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so  sh e  i s  lo o k in g  a ro u n d  f o r  new i n t e r e s t s ,  sh e  i s  l o o k in g  f o r  
a  new i d e n t i t y  an d  h e  i s  n o t .  He i s  p ro b a b ly  b u r y in g  h i m s e l f  
i n  h i s  j o b ,  h e  i s  p r o b a b ly  e x h a u s te d  m ost o f  t h e  t im e  i n  s e x u a l  
te rm s  he  i s ,  a c c o r d in g  t o  t h i s  b o o k , s t a r t i n g  t o  go o v e r ,  w e l l  
he  i s  w e l l  o v e r  t h e  p e a k .  The p e a k  o f  s e x u a l  p e r fo rm a n c e  f o r  men 
i s  som ew here b e tw e e n  e i g h t e e n  an d  tw e n ty  f i v e .  The p e a k  f o r  women 
a c c o r d in g  t o  t h i s  b o o k  i s  som ew here i n  t h e i r  t h i r t i e s  -  l a t e  
t h i r t i e s ,  so  sh e  i s  com ing  up  t o  h e r  sex u a llm ax im u m , h e  i s  o v e r  
t h e  hump- He i s  e x h a u s te d  a l l  t h e  t im e ,  sh e  i s  n o t  an d  t h e r e  
i s  a  m is s - m a tc h ,  t h e r e  i s  a  fu n d a m e n ta l  m is -m a tc h ,  sh e  i s  g o in g  
o u t  t o  new t h i n g s  o r  d e s p e r a t e l y  lo o k in g  f o r  new t h i n g s  a n d  h e  
ms s t i l l  c a r r y i n g  on i n  a  m ould  t h a t  w i l l  n o t  ch a n g e  u n t i l  h i s  
l a t e  f o r t i e s  w hen e i t h e r  h e  h a s  made i t  o r  h e  h a s  n o t  made i t  an d  
he  m u st t h e n  d e c id e  w h a t he  i s  g o in g  t o  do f o r  t h e  r e s t  o f  h i s  
l i f e  b e c a u s e  he  i s  e i t h e r  i n  u p p e r  m anagem ent o r  h e  i s  a t  some 
l e v e l  w h e re  h e  i s  n o t  g o in g  t o  p r o g r e s s  much m o re .
VIEWER H e 's  g o t  tw e n ty  m ore y e a r s  o r  so  t o  go y e t  b e f o r e  h e  r e a c h e s
r e t i r e m e n t o
Y e s, b u t  t h e y  may b e  y e a r s  w h ic h  a r e  n o t  s t u d i e d  w i th  new c h a l l e n g e ;  
an d  t h e n  h e  h a s  t o  go o u t  a n d  d e c id e  w h e th e r  h e  i s  g o in g  t o  lo o k  
l a t e r a l l y  f o r  o t h e r  t h i n g s  t h a t  w i l l  i n t e r e s t  him  a n d  o c c u p y  h im . 
Now t h a t  i s  a n  ex am p le  o f  a  m is -m a tc h  w h ich  com es l a t e r  i n  t h e i r  
m a r r i a g e .  So o t h e r  m is -m a tc h e s  come much e a r l i e r  o f  c o u r s e ,  
p e o p le  d o n ' t  w a i t  tw e n ty  y e a r s  t o  g e t  . d i v o r c e d  b y  a n d  l a r g e  
i f  t h e y  a r e  g o in g  t o .  So t h a  t  i f  y o u  a r e  a s k in g  me t o  g iv e  
a d v i c e ,  on  o f  th o s e  p i e c e s  o f  a d v i c e ,  n o t  t o  r u n  o f f  a n d  r e a d  t h i s  
b o o k  n e c e s s a r i l l y  b u t  t o  r e a l i s e  t h a t  m o st o f  o u r  l i t e r a t u r e ,  
m ost o f  w h a t we s e e  on  t e l e v i i o n ,  m o st o f  w h a t we s e e  i n  f i l m s ,  
u n t i l  r e l a t i v e l y  r e c e n t l y  h a s  d i s c u s s e d  a n  a w fu l  l o t  o f  p e o p l e ' s  
d e v e lo p m e n t u n t i l  t h e y  g e t  m a r r ie d  an d  t h e r e  i s  a  q u i e t  s i l e n c e  
a f t e r w a r d s  i n  w h ich  t h e s e  b o o k s  j u s t  s a y  g e t  on  w i th  b e i n g  m a r r ie d  
an d  t h a t  seem s t o  b e  j u s t  moîe o f  t h e  same a n d  d ay  t o  d a y  a n d  
n o th in g  much c h a n g e s  an d  I  w o u ld  s a y  t h a t s  s im p ly  a  f a l s e  
im age a n d  p a t t e r n s  c h a n g e ,  t h e  p a t t e r n s  o f  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw e e n  
t h e  p a r e n t s .  Once y o u  h a v e  c h i l d r e n  a g a in  t h e  p a t t e r n s  o f  
r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw e e n  t h e  p a i 'e n t s ,  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  in v o lv m e n t  
w i th  t h e  c h i l d r e n ,  ch a n g e  c o n s i d e r a b l y  an d  t h e r e  w i l l  b e  a
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c o n tin u a l  th r e a t  o f mis-r-’'itch  even though peop le  look  to  be 
p e r f e c t ly  m atched a t  m a rria g e , th e re  w i l l  be a t h r e a t  o f m is- 
match ev o lv in g  over a  p e r io d  o f tim e and th a t  they  w i l l  have to  
be on t h e i r  guard  fo r  th a t  and t r y  to  a c tu a l ly  work th o se  th in g s  
th rough  b e fo re  th e y  become th e  s tum b ling  b lo c k s  th a t  b re a k  down 
com m unications. I  d o n 't  th in k  enough peo p le  know, o r  a re  
c o n sc io u s ly  aware o f  th e  s o r t  o f  t h e .in s id iu o u s  n a tu re  o f  th e  
d e s t r u c t io n  th a t  th o se  m is-m atches o f  p a t t e r n s  l a t e r  on i n  l i f e  
and can w reak on a  m arriag e  t h a t  looked  v e ry  good in  i t s  f i r s t  
fo u r  o r f iv e  y e a r s .
^■^ould you a d v ise  a m a rried  coup le  to  have c h i ld re n  in  th e  f i r s t  
y e a r  o f  maijiage?
- f - '
No I  w o u ld n 't -  c h i ld r e n  a re  a  ^ a t  e x p e r ie n c e . ,  w e ll l e t  me go 
back to  one f u r th e r  -  I  would n ev e r a d v ise  anybody e l s e  to  have 
c h i ld r e n  because  I  d o n 't  know how I  ev er came to  make th e  
d e c is io n  m y se lf . I  canno t g iv e  a  s e t  o f  re a so n s  why I  d ec id ed  
th a t  f o r  me, i f  my w ife  was w i l l in g ,  we would have c h i ld r e n .
Most o f  th e  o th e r  m ajor d e c is io n s  in  my l i f e  I  have a t  l e a s t
had some re a s o n , i t  may have been  m isco n tru ed , i t  may have been  
wrong i n  th e  end i t  may have n o t worked o u t l i k e  t h a t .  But a t
l e a s t  a t  th e  tim e I  made th e  d e c is io n  I  cou ld  t e l l  you a  re a s o n
why I  was making th e  d e c is io n  th a t  way. I f  you ask  me why I  
had c h i ld r e n  I  cou ld  t e l l  you th a t  i t  was a  pu re  a c t  o f  f a i t h  
t h a t  I  had somehow i t  had to  be t h a t  way and n o t th e  o th e r  way, 
b u t I  had no way o f  knowing why i t  was I  b e l ie v e d  t h a t .  I 'm .n o t  
a  r e l i g i o u s  man I  have a b s o lu te ly  no r e l i g io u s  f a i t h  a t  a l l .
But i f  e v e r  I  have made a  move which was concom itan t w ith  an 
a c t  o f f a i t h  th e n ih a t  i s  i t .  So in  t h a t  s i t u a t i o n  I  w ould n ev e r 
a d v ise  anyone e l s e  to  have c h i ld r e n  because  i t  i s  such  a  p e r s o n a l  
d e c is io n  f o r  in d iv id u a l s .  But i f  someone came to  me and s a id  
"We a re  go ing  to  have c h i ld r e n ,  we want c h i ld r e n ,  we know why 
we want c h i ld r e n ,  do you a d v ise  we have them now im m ed ia te ly  
a f t e r  g e t t in g  m a rried  o r  n o t"  th e n  by and la rg e  I  would say  no 
I  would say  have a few y e a rs  o f  m a rried  l i f e  unencum bered by 
c h i ld r e n  and t h a t ' s  n o t t h a t ' s  j u s t  sim ply  to  say
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t h a t  c h i ld re n  consume a l o t  o f  your tim e and your energy  and 
th ey  p re v e n t you doing a l o t  o f th in g s  which young m a rried  
co u p les  would en joy  d o in g . J u s t  hav ing  t h e i r  freedom  to  be 
th em se lv es  around th e  house a t  any tim e o f th e  day th e y  f e e l  
l i k e ,  h av ing  th e  freedom  to  p ic k  up and g o -p la c e s  to  t r a v e l ,  
to  go o f f  to  th e  cinema to  do w hatever th e y  choose to  do to g e th e r  
f o r  some p e r io d  o f  tim e , b u t once one h as  c h i ld re n  fo r  u s  any- 
way i t  has been th e  c a se , g iv en  th a t  we l i v e  h e re  and we d o n 't  
have an ex tended  fa m ily , so we a re  b a s ic a l ly  on our own in  
ta k in g  c a re  o f  ou r c h i ld r e n  every  day . Now p eo p le  w ith  a l i v e -  
in  grandm other o r som ething may be th e re  i s n ' t  t h a t  k in d  o f  
s t r e s s .  But f o r  u s , i t ' s  u s  two ta k in g  c a re  o f ou r c h i ld r e n  
and b e in g  w ith  them a l l  th e  tim e and th e r e f o r e  t h a t  i s  c e r t a in l y  
go ing  to  r e s t r i c t  them in  th e  way th a t  I  m entioned e a r l i e r  abou t 
go ing  to  S t r a t f o r d .  That i s  j u s t  one example o f many abou t th e  
k in d  o f  th in g s  t h a t  we a r e n ' t  f r e e  to  do now th a t  we woudl have 
done b e f o r e .  T h a t 's  n o t to  say  t h a t  h av ing  c h i ld r e n  was n o t 
w orthw hile  i t ' s  j u s t  to  say  th a t  i t  i s  d i f f e r e n t  and th e r e  a re  
o th e r  th in g s  abou t e a r ly  m a rried  l i f e  t h a t  I  would say  a re  to  
be en joyed  and i f  you have c h i ld re n  you w i l l  fo rg o  them u n t i l  
you a re  tw en ty  y e a rs  o ld e r  and th e n  you w o n 't be th e  same p eo p le  
anyway.
You would s t i l l  adv o ca te  p eo p le  g e t t in g  m a rried  a s  opposed 
to  l i v i n g  to g e th e r  a l l  th e  tim e? M arriage  a s  an i n s t i t u t i o n  
a s  su ch .
f e e l in g  i s  e n t i r e l y  t h a t  th e  p la c e  where m arriag e  h a s  
meant som ething to  me ov er and above th e  d e c is io n  to  l i v e  
to g e th e r  was th e  d e c is io n  in  h av ing  c h i ld r e n .  Now we d i d n ' t  
do i t  t h a t  way, we l i v e d  to g e th e r  f o r  a  w h ile  and th e n  we g o t 
m a rried  and we were m a rried  f o r  f iv e  y e a rs  b e fo re  h av in g  
c h i ld r e n .  But th a t  had m ore. to  do w ith  g e t t in g  a  m ortgage 
and th e re  a re  c e r t a in  i n s t i t u t i o n s  th a t  p r e s s u r i s e  p eo p le  to  be 
m a rried  a s  opposed to  l i v i n g  to g e th e r .  For me th e re  i s  one 
d e c is io n  w hich i s  to  l i v e  to g e th e r  and th e r e  i s  a n o th e rd e c is io n  
w hich i s  to  have c h i ld r e n ,  and when you have c h i ld r e n  you a re
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t h e n  m ust h a v e  a  l e g a l  fram ew o rk  w i t h i n  w h ich  to  h a v e  th o s e  
c h i l d r e n  w h ich  I  t h i n k  m a r r ia g e  p r o v i d e s .  I  do u m .. f o r  me 
i t  made no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  t o  b e  m a r r ie d  a s  o p p o se d  t o  
h a v in g  c h o s e n  t o  l i v e  w i th  t h e  p e r s o n  I  l i v e d  w i t h .  I  d id  n o t  
f e e l  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  t o  go th ro u g h  an y  k in d  o f  f o rm a l  ce rem o n y  
i n  t h e  s i g h t  o f  an y  o t h e r  p e o p le  t o  ch an g e  my s t a t u s  fro m  b e in g  
a  s i n g l e  p e r s o n  t o  b e in g  a  m a r r ie d  p e r s o n  s im p ly  b e c a u s e  I  h ad  
c h o s e n  t o  l i v e  w i th  one woman.
'ERVIEWER P u t t i n g  a  s e a l  on  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o r  s o m e th in g  l i k e  t h i s ,  
a  b l e s s i n g  o r  w h a te v e r  y o u  w an t t o  c a l l  i t .
s o r t  o f  t h i n g s  d o e s  
jo b  e n t a i l
ERVIEWER
No t h a t  d id n * t  m ean a n y th in g  t o  me an d  i t  h a d  n o t  m ean t a n y th in g  
i n  a n t i c i  a t i o n .  I  h ad  n e v e r  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  when I  w a s . . .  fro m  
t h e  t im e  when I  w as s e v e n te e n  o r  e i g h t e e n  t h a t  i t  w o u ld  u m .. 
a n d  i n  t h e  e v e n t  i t  d i d n ' t  e i t h e r .  We e n jo y e d  o u r s e lv e d  g e t t i n g  
m a r r i e d ,  we h a d  a  good  d ay  a n d  h a d  a  v e r y  n i c e  d ay  w i th  f r i e n d s ,  
i t  w a s n ' t  q u a l i t a t i v e l y  d i f f e r e n t  v e f o r e  an d  a f t e r .  So f o r  me 
t h a t  i s ,  y o u  know , i t ' s  a  c o n t i n u a l  an d  t h e r e  a r e  tw o p o i n t s  i n  
t h e  c o n t i n u a l  -  l i v i n g  t o g e t h e r  an d  h a v in g  c h i l d r e n .  H a v in g  
c h i l d r e n  i n v o l v e s  g e t t i n g  m a r r ie d  b e c u a s e  y o u  w an t t o  p r o t e c t  
t h o s e  c h i l d r e n .  T hose  c h i l d r e n  m u st h a v e  t h e  s t a t u s  w h ic h  
c o n t a i n s  t h e  tw o o f  y o u . I n  t h e  le g a l f r a m e w o r k  i n  w h ic h  we 
w o rk  -  i f  I  d i e ,  t h e  g o o d s  h a v e  g o t  t o  go t o  my w if e  a n d  
c h i l d r e n ,  t h e y  h a v e  t o  b e . t a k e n ' c a r e  o f .  T h e re  h a v e  g o t  t o  
b e  l e g a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  c h i l d r e n  who a r e  i n c a p a b l e  o f  
t a k i n g  c a r e  o f  t h e m s e lv e s ,  t h a t  m eans t h a t  we m u st b e  a  c o u p le ,  
t o  a c k n o w le d g e  o u r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  t o  t h o s e  c h i l d r e n  a n d  t h a t ' s . . .  
t h a t , f o r  me i s  t h e  fo r m a l  s tam p  o f  a p p r o v a l  f o r  m a r r ia g e  i s  a l l  
a b o u t .
R ig h t  now c h a n g in g  t h e  s u b j e c t  c o u ld  y o u  o u t l i n e  w h a t y o u  p e r s o n a l !  
t h i n k  y o u r  jo b  e n t a i l s  a t  t h e  Open U n i v e r s i t y ?
W e ll i t ' s  j u s t  i n  a  p e r i o d  o f  f lu p .  b u t  w h a t i t  h a s  e n t a i l e d  
f o r  t h e  l a s t  t e n  y e a r s  u n t i l  v e r y  r e c e n t l y  h a s  b e e n  a lm o s t  
c o n t in u o u s  c o u r s e  p r o d u c t i o n  so  t h a t  my jo b  h a s  b e e n  t o  t a k e  
a  num ber o f  a r e a s  o f  s c i e n c e  o r  h i s t o r y  o t  m ost r e c e n t l y  
h i s t o r y  an d  p h i lo s o p h y  o f  s c i e n c e .  I ' v e  w o rk ed  i n  t h e  a r t s  
f a c u l t y  a s  w e l l  a s  w o rk in g  i n  t h e  s c i e n c e  f a c u l t y  a n d  I  a l s o
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w orked  i n  th e  l a s t  f a c u l t y  t o o .  B ut t o  t a k e  a  g iv e n  a r e a  
o f  a  s u b j e c t  to  l e a r n  i t  o r  t o  r e f r e s h  my memory i n  i t  an d  th e n  
when I  f e l t  t h a t  I  knew i t  a c c o r d in g  t o  t h e  a c c e p te d  c a n n o n s  
t o  f i n d  a  t e a c h i n g  s t r a t e g y  an d  t e a c h  t h a t  t o  o u r  s t u d e n t s ,  
g iv e n  t h a t  o u r  s t u d e n t s  w i l l  n e v e r  h av e  th e  i n f r a - s t r u c t u r e  
o f  p r e v io u s  c o u r s e s  an d  p r e v io u s  l e a r n i n g .  T h a t m ost u n d e r  
g r a d u a t e s  w o u ld  h av e  w hen th e y  c o n f r o n t  m ost o f  t h e  m a t e r i a l  
t h a t  I  h a v e  t a u g h t .  I  h av e  t a u g h t  I  t h i n k  a  t y p i c a l  s e l e c t i o n  
o f  m a t e r i a l  i n  t h e  Open U n i v e r s i t y ,  I  h a v e  t a u g h t  t h r e e  o f  t h e  
com m anding h e i g h t s  o f  t w e n t i e t h  c e n tu r y  p h y s i c s  a n d  th e  
g e n e r a l  t h e o r y  o f  r e l a t i v i t y  w i th  t h e  fo r m a l  m a th e m a t ic a l  
s t r u c t u r e  o f  q u an o  m e c h a n ic s  an d  a  q u i t e  f o r m a l i s e d  d e v e lo p m e n t 
o f  t h e r m a n a n e t i c s  w h ich  i s  a  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n tu r y  s u b j e c t  b u t  
i n  t h e  way i n  w h ich  we t r y  t o  t e a c h  i t ,  i t  h ad  some e le m e n ts  w h ic h  
w e re  r e a l l y  much m ore r e m i n i s c e n t  o f  t w e n t i e t h  c e n ty r y  p h y s i c s  
t h a n  o f  n i n e t e e n t h  c e n tu r y  p h y s i c s .  I n  t h o s e  t h r e e  a r e a s  I  w as 
d e a l i n g  w i th  q u i t e  c o m p l ic a te d  p i e c e s  o f  s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  so  t h a t  
my p ro b le m  w as a lw a y s  t h a t  I  h a d  t o  l e a r n  a  s u b j e c t  m y s e l f  a n d  
make s u r e  t h a t  I  u n d e r s to o d  i t  p r o p e r l y  b u t  t o  c o n f r o n t  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  u r  s t u d e n t s  w o u ld  n e v e r  h a v e  t h e  b a c k g ro u n d  t h a t  a  s tu d e n t"  
u s u a l l y  h a s  when h e  com es t o  c o n f r o n t  t h i s  m a t e r i a l  i n  a  n o rm a l 
u n i v e r s i t y .  So i t  w as a  p r o c e s s  o f  s i f t i n g  o u t  t h a t  w h ic h  c o u ld  
r e a s o n a b l y  b e  p u t  on  on e  s i d e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  a r e a s  o f  
t e c h n i c a l  d e v e lo p m e n t,  m a th e m a t ic a l  d e v e lo p m e n t , b u t  s t i l l  
p r e s e r v i n g  some k in d  o f  s k e l e t o n  o f  t h e  m a in  t h e o r y  t h a t  I  w as 
d e a l i n g  w i t h ,  i t  w^ould n o t  b e  a  t r a v e s t y  o f  t h a t  t h e o r y .  And 
t h a t  s e a r c h i n g  f o r  t h o s e  tw o new s t r a t e g i e s ,  lo o k in g  f o r  t h e  
c o r r e c t  m ic  o f  m e d ia  e i t h e r  t e l e v i s i o n ,  r a d i o ,  c a s s e t t e ,  p r i n t  
summer s c h o o l  -  f i n d i n g  t h e  r i g h t  m ix f o r  e a c h  o f  t h o s e  t h r e e  
t o p i c s  a n d  t h e n  t h e  f o u r t h  m a jo r  t o p i c  t h a t  I  h a v e  d e a l t  w i t h  
f o r  t h e  a r t s  f a c u l t y  w as t h e . ' i n t e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e tw e e n  
p h i l o s o p h i c  b e l i e f s  a n d  p h y s i c a l  t h e o r y  i n  t h e  w o rk  o f  A l b e r t  
E i n s t e i n  an d  a g a in  d e a l i n g  e v e n  m ore w i th  t h i s  p ro b le m  o f  
s t u d e n t s  who w e re  f o r m a l l y  u n p r e p a r e d  f o r  t h  m a t e r i a l  t h a t  I  
w a n te d  them  t o  know s o m e th in g  a b o u t  i n  t h a t  yo u  w o u ld  e x p e c t  
h a l f  t h e  s t u d e n t s  t o  b e  a r t  s t u d e n t s  who w e re  n o t  e v e n  h a d  d one
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Our sc ie n c e  fo u n d a tio n  co u rse  and y e t  t r y i n g  t o  t a lk  about 
s p e c ia l  and g e n e ra l r e l a t i v i t y  and i t s  p h ilo so p h ic  im p ac t, 
peop le  l i k e  th a to  So a g a in  i t  was even more, p ro b ab ly  even 
more d i f f i c u l t  a s  a  re a c h in g  programme to  t r y  to  g e t th o se  
peo p le  to  a p p r é c ia is  th e  p o in t s  t h a t  I  was t r y in g  to  make.
That h a s  been  my m ajor ta sk .. I  have n o t been  in v o lv ed  w ith  
a d m in is t r a t io n ,  my on ly  p ie c e  o f m ajor a d m in is tr a t io n  h as  been 
to  be th e  Head o f  th e  p h y s ic s  f o r  a p e r io d  o f th r e e  months 
when my head o f fe p a rtm en t was on s tu d y  le a v e ,  I  d id  t h a t  a 
y e a r  ago and a s  I  s a id  a t  th e  b eg in n in g  o f  t h i s  answ er I  
am j u s t  abou t in  a  p e r io d  o f  f lu x  b seau se  in  a n o th e r  y e a r 's  
tim e I  w i l l  ta k e  over a s  Head o f th e  p h y s ic s  departm en t fo r  
a  th r e e  y e a r  p e r io d  so i t  w i l l  be a-nuch  bo re  c o n c e n tra te d  and 
much more lo n g  term  dose o f  a d m in is t r a t io n  and p e rs o n a l 
jnanagement th a n  I  have had b e fo r e ,  and I  w i l l  have r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e ;  
f o r  lo o k in g  a t  th e  whole p r o f i l e  o f  c o u rse s  t h a t  we make a s  
opposed to  j u s t  w o rry in g .a b o u t my a lth o u g h  I  sh o u ld
say  t h a t  d u rin g  my tim e a t  th e  O.U. we have alw ays w o rr ie d  abou t 
th e  whole p r o f i l e  and argued  abou t i t  and t r i e d  to  d e s ig n  o r 
r e - d e s ig n  i t  from tim e o t tim e» But i t  w i l l  be much more my 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  to  gu ide  and shape th o se  d is c u s s io n s  now a s  
opposed to  j u s t  g e t t in g  my o a r in  and sa y in g  what I  th in k  abou t 
them . A lso I  w i l l  be r e s p o n s ib le  f o r  w atch ing  th e  em ergent 
r e a s e a rc h  programme and t r  in g  to  a s s i s t  i n  t h a t  em ergence 
o f  t h a t  programme a s  i t  c o n tin u e s  to  develop  in  th e  p h y s ic s  
d epartm en t and I  g e t in v o lv e d  w ith  u n iv e rs w ity  a d m in is t r a t io n  
w e ll th a n  w i l l  be w ider i n  a  sen se  a s  w e l l .  I  h a v e n 't  had any 
e x p e rie n c e  ..of w ider u n iv e r s i ty  a d m in is t r a t io n  so f a r ,  t h a t  i s  
sim ply  becau se  I  am v e ry  h e a v i ly  in v o lv e d  i n  co u rse  w r i t in g  
and my own p e rs o n a l r e s e a r c h  h a s  b a d ly  s u f f e r e d  i n  t h a t  c o n te x t 
and I  am r i g h t  a t  th e  moment ta k in g  a  p e r io d  o f  s tu d y  le a v e  to  
go back  and lo o k  f o r  a re a s  to  re-commence t h a t  re a s e a rc h  now 
t h a t  we a re  a  l i t t l e  f u r th e r  a lo n g  i n ' t h e  p ro d u c tio n  o f  th e  
p r o f i l e .  I t  has been  v e ry  v e ry  c o n c e n tra te d  co u rse  work and 
i n t e r  a c t io n  w ith  o th e r  co u rse  w r i t e r s .  A nother th in g  I  d id ,
I  worked f o r  th e  f i r s t  y e a r  o f  th e  developm ent o f th e  m athem atics 
fo u n d a tio n  cou rse  in  101, I  worked w ith  th e  101 co u rse  team , I  
was on th q a t  co u rse  team so we met one day a  week t r y in g  to
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p l o t  p r e l i m i n a r y  d ev e lo p m e n t o f  t h a t  c o u r s e  so  t h a t  t h e r e  
c o u ld  b e  some p r o p e r  i n t e r a c t i o n  b e tw e e n  s c ie n c e  an d  m a th e m a tic s  
an d  t h e r e  w as i n  th e  s e n s e  t h a t  a t  th e  en d  o f  t h a t  p e r i o d  we 
c o u ld  t a k e  h a l f  o f  t h e  c o u r s e  b a s i c a l l y  an d  t u r n  i t  i n t o  an  
S283 w h ic h  i s  t h e  e le m e n ta r y  m a th e m a tic s  o f  s c i e n t i s t s  an d  
t e c h n o l o g i s t s  an d  t h a t  w as b e c a u s e  o f  d e v e lo p m e n t o f  101 w as 
s u c h  an d  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n s  w ere  s u c h  t h a t  t h e y  c o u ld  a p p r e c i a t e  
t h e  t h i n g s  we n e e d e d  so  t h a t  t h e  way th e  c o u r s e  s t r u c t u r e  came 
o u t  t h e r e  w as m ost o f  one h a l f  c r e d i t  t h a t  c o u ld  b e  j u s t  t a k e n  
o u t  an d  u s e d  f o r  t h i s  m i n i a tu r e  f o u n d a t io n  c o u r s e  f o r  . th e  n e x t  
tw o o r  t h r e e  y e a r s .
P a u l  c a n  y o u  s a y  w i th  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  t o p i c s  t h a t  we t a l k e d  
a b o u t  i n  t h e  n ew s, how i n t e r e s t e d  y o u  a r e  i n  t h e s e  t o p i c s ?
; e r
Oh I  f o l lo w  t h e  new s a  l o t  I  m ean I  r e a d  a  n e w sp a p e r  a  d a y  
i t  may b u n ch  up  an d  I  h av e  t o  r e a d  t h r e e  on  F r i d a y  n i g h t  b u t  
I  do t r y  t o  r e a d  a  n e w sp a p e r  e v e r y  d a y ,  I  a l s o  s u b s c r i b e  t o  
a  F re n c h  n e w s p a p e r , I  g e t  t h e  w e e k ly  e d i t i o n  o f  Le Monde 
w h ic h  i s  a  s e l e c t i o n  o f  t h e i r  n e w sp a p e r  a r t i c l e s ,  much l i k e  
t h e  G u a rd ia n  w e e k ly  b u t  t h e  F re n c h  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  G u a rd ia n  
W eekly  b e c a u s e  I  t h i n k  Le Monde i s  p r o b a b le  one o f  t h e  b e s t  
n e w s p a p e rs  i n  t h e  w o r ld ,  c e r t a i n l y  t h e  b e s t  an d  m o st c o m p le te  
i n  i t s  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o v e ra g e  o f  an y  n e w sp a p e r  t h a t  I  h a v e  
e v e r  r e a d ,  a n d  I  h a v e  r e a d  G n a d ia n  p a p e r s  a n d  I ' v e  r e a d  t h e  
New Y ork  T im es , The W a sh in g to n  P o s t  an d  t h e  C h r i s t a i n  S c ie n c e  
M o n ito r  an d  o f  c o u r s e  m o st o f  t h e  B r i t i s h  n e w s p a p e rs  a t  on e  
t im e  o r  a n o t h e r .  So I  g e t  t h a t  e a c h  w eek a n d  I  m ake a  
d e te r m in e d  e f f o r  t o  r e a d  i t  e v e r y  w eek , I  d o n ' t  a lw a y s  f i n i s h  
i t  b u t  I  r e a d  a  num ber o f  j o u r n a l s  i n  t h e  l i b r a r y  we g e t
an d  . we g e t  a  num ber o f  o t h e r s ' l i k e  
D i s s e n t  an d  D ia d u lu s  a n d  o t h e r  j o u r n a l s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  co m m en ta ry  su e ! 
a s  t h e  P o l i t i c a l  q u a r t e r l e y  w h ich  I  r e a d  fro m  t im e  t o  t im e  i n  
t h e  l i b r a r y  when I  g e t  a  c h a n c e ,  I  u s u a l l y  sk im  them  t o  make 
t o  lo o k  f o r  a r t i c l e s ,  an d  t h e  new l e f t  r e v ie w .  So I  am i n t e r e s t e d  
i n  p o l i t i c a l  t o p i c s  an d  I  do t r y  t o  k e e p  m y s e l f  in f o r m e d ,  I  . . .
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T h a t i s  s o m e th in g  t h a t  I  h av e  o n ly  d e v e lo p e d  r e a l l y  
s i n c e  I  came t o  B r i t a i n ,  I  w as i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p o l i t i c a l  
t o p i c s  b u t  I  d id  n o t  r e a d  much when 1 l i v e d  a t  home an d  
w hat I  d id  r e a d  I  now r e a l i s e  w as s h a p e d  i n  a  way t h a t  I  
d o n ' t  t h i n k  an y b o d y  c o u ld  a p p r e c i a t e  u n t i l  t h e y  go away 
from  t h e i r  pwn c o u n t r y  an d  lo o k  b a c k  a t  t h e i r  own c o u n t r y  
th ro u g h  t h e  e y e s  o f  som ebody e l s d 's  n e w s p a p e rs  o r  t e l e v i s i o n .
I t ' s  a lw a s y  s a i d  t h a t  N o r th  A m eric a  h a s  a  f r e e  p r e s s  a n d  i f  
y o u  t a k e  t h a t  a t  i t s  a b s o l u t e l y  fo rm a l  f a c e  v a lu e  t h e n  y o u  
p r o b a b ly  h a v e  t  s a y  " y e s "  no b o d y  d i c t a t e s  t h a t  a r t i c l e s  w i l l  
b e  e l i m i n a t e d  o r  t h a t  a  c e r t a i n  t o p i c  w i l l  n o t  b e  d i s c u s s e d  
i n  t h e  n e w s p a p e rs  i n  N o r th  A m eric a  an d  d o n ' t  f o r g e t  t h a t  w hen 
I  t a l k  a b o u t  N o r th  A m eric an  n e w s p a p e rs  b y  an d  l a r g e  I 'm  t a l k i n g  
a b o u t  them  p r i o r  t o  t h e  1 9 6 0 's  w hen t h e  w ord  ' c r e d i b i l i t y  g a p ' 
came i n t o  t h e  E n g l i s h  la n g u a g e  o r  t h e  p h r a s e  a n d  a  s u s p i c i o n  
o f  w h a t n e w s p a p e rs  an d  t e l e v i s i o n  w as t e l l i n g  yo u  becam e much 
m ore c u r r e n t  t h a n  i t  h ad  b e e n  i n  t h e  5 0 ' s .  We l i v e d  i n  a  
co c o o n  o f  n e w sp a p e r  r e p o r t i n g  t h a t  b y  a n d  l a r g e  c o n t r o l l e d  b y  
t h e  . n e w sp a p e r  a g e n c i e s ,  t h e  r e p o r t i n g  a g e n c i e s ,  s a y  t h e  
A m eric an  P r e s s  an d  U .P . I  w h ic h  i s  t h e  U n i te d ' P r e s s  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  
a n d  t h o s e  tw o new s a p e r  a g e n c i e s ,  b y  an d  l a r g e  f e d  a l l  o f  N o r th  
A m e ric a  w i th  i t s  new s an d  w hen I  came aw ay a n d  l i v e d  i n  
B r i t i a n  f o r  a  w h i le  a n d  s t a r t e d  r e a d i n g  some o f  t h e  b o t h  c u r r e n t  
a n d  some o f  t h e  r e t r o s p e c t i v e s  on  e v e n t s  o f  t h e  5 0 ' s  fro m  t h e  
v a n ta g e  p o i n t  o f  B r i t i s h  n e w s p a p e r s ,  i t  becam e c l e a r  t o  me t h a t  
t h e  v iew  I  h a d  h a d  o f  N o r th  A m e ric a  an d  i t s  p l a c e  i n  t h e  w o r ld , ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  p o s t  w ar a n d  t h e  d e v e lo p m e n t o f  A m e ric a n  p o w er 
p o s t  w a r a n d  i t s  p l a c e  i n  i t s  o p e r a t i o n  i n  t h e  w o r ld  w as a  v e r y  
p a r t i a l  v ie w  a f t e r  t h a t  t im e  I  d e c id e d  t h a t  I . s i m p l y  ü o u ld  n o t  
r e a d  on e  n a t i o n ' s  n e w sp a p e r  a b o u t  i t s e l f  a n d  o t h e r  p e o p le  a g a i n .  
So I  t r y  a n d  r e a d  a t  l e a s t  tw o n a t i o n s  n e w s p a p e rs  a n d  t h e  
co m m ittm en t t o  r e a d  n e w s p a p e rs  an d  j o u r n a l s  a n d  t o  b e .  g e n e r a l l y  
w e l l  in fo rm e d  i s  s o m e th in g  t h a t  I  t h i n k  h a s  g row n c o n s i d e r a b l y  
s i n c e  I  h a v e  come t o  t h i s  c o u n t r y ,  an d  i t  i s  s o m e th in g th a t  I  
c o n t i n u e .  N ot o n ly  i n  my i n t e r e s t  i n  p o l i t i c a l  t o p i c s  b y  
r e a d i n g ,  o r  do I  f e e d  t h a t  i n t e r e s t  b y  r e a d i n g  n e w s p a p e r s ,  I  
r e a d  a  l o t  o f  h i s t o r y ,  I  r e a d  a  l o t  o f . . .  s a y  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  
p o s t . . .  p o s t  F re n c h  r e v o l u t i o n  an d  when b o o k s  o f  a  p o l i t i c a l  
i n t e r e s t  l i k e k " C i t r o "  b y  W ill ia m  jS h a w c r o s s  o r  "T he F i n a l  D'^ys
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by Woodward and B e rn s te in  come a long  I  make an e f fo r t:  to  
g e t a ho ld  o f th o se  and re a d  them, so I  am in t e r e s t e d ,  
in t e r e s te d  on a c o n tin u in g  b a s i s  in  p o l i t i c a l  l i f e .
TERVIEWER Did you s tu d y  a  number o f lan g u ag es  a t  schoo l?
Ter I  s tu d ie d  F ren ch , a s  I  come from Quebec i t  was m andatory th a t  
we s tu d y  F rench  and I  d i d n 't  u se  i t  much th e re  because  I  l iv e d  
in  th e  E n g lish  en c lav e  in  th e  town and I  d i d n ' t  have to  use  
F rench  b u t s in c e  I 'v e  come t o .B r i t a i n  and t r a v e le d  a  l o t  in  
F rance I  have s o r t  o f  p ick ed  up my use o f  F rench  and I  now 
re a d  i t  r e l a t i v e l y  f lu e n t ly  and I  can speak  i t  r e l a t i v e l y  
f l u e n t l y .
:R VIEWER How w e ll  in fo rm ed  do you th in k  you a re ?  You a re  from what 
you have j u s t  s a id  presum ably  very  w e ll in fo rm ed .
I 'm  p e r f e c t ly  co n sc io u s  o f « . .
RVIEWER C en so rsh ip
No n o t t h a t ,  I 'm  co n sc io u s  o f  th e  d i f f i c u l t y  to  i n t e r g r a t e  what 
you re a d  from day to  day, th e  d i f f i c u l t y  to  sp o t lo n g e r  te rm  
c u r r e n ts  in  p o l i t i c a l  e v e n ts  which a re  masked by c e r t a in  
f e a tu r e s  and th e  c o n c e n tra t io n  on th e  s p e c ta c u la r ,  w hich p e rv a d e s  
most new spapers , draw ing you away from lo n g  term  and s e r io u s  
a n a ly s i s  o f  comment on b ig g e r  s t r u c t u r a l  f e a tu r e s  i n  th e  economy 
and i n  th e  p o l i t i c a l  a re n a . For exam ple, ta k e  th e  e n t ry  o f  
B r i t a in  i n to  th e  Common M arket, I  re a d  a  f a i r  amount o f  what 
was s a id  abou t w hether i t  would be good o r bad f o r  B r i t a i n  to  
e n te r  th e  common m ark e t, I  d o n 't  h in k  I  re a d  one r e a l l y  s e r io u s  
lo n g  term  a n a ly s i s  o f  what th e  e f f e c t s  would b e .  T here was a  
l o t  o f  j o u r n a l i s t i c  ju n k  s u r fa c e  e f f e c t s  about maybe t h i s  o r  
th a t  p ro d u c t o r  some s o r t  o f  b ru sh  t r e a tm e n t .  I  m ight
have found some o f i t  in  some o f th e  p o l i t i c a l  jo u r n a l s  i f  I ' d  
been  a b le  to  lo c a te  them, b u t by and la rg e  I  f e l t  th e  l e v e l  and 
th e  q u a l i ty  o f d is c u s s io n  abou t such a m ajor d e c is io n  was p a l t r y
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an d  i t  w as b e in g  d e a l t  w i th  a t  th e  l e v e l  o f  h u n c h e s  and  h o p e s  
an d  t h a t  s o r t  o f  t h i n g ,  I 'm  a lw a y s  c o n s c io u s  o f  t h a t ,  t h a t  th e  
e x p o s u re  I  g e t  t o  p o l i t i c a l  e v e n t s  i s  much l e s s  a n a l y t i c  an d  
much l e s s  a t  t h e  l e v e l  o f  s t r u c t u r e  t h a n  I  w ou ld  l i k e .  T h a t 's  
one o f  th e  r e a s o n s  why I  l i k e  Le Monde p a r t i c u l a r l y  b e c a u s e  
i n  Le Monde th e y  w i l l  g iv e  lo n g  t h r e e  an d  f o u r  p a r t  a r t i c l e s  on 
a  g iv e n  t o p i c ,  t h e y  w i l l  s t a r t  b a c k  tw e n ty  y e a r s  an d  t e l l  yo u  th e  
p o l i t i c a l  o r  t h e  eco n o m ic  h i s t o r y  o f  a  g iv e n  a r e a  o v e r  t h e  l a s t  
tw e n ty  y e a r s .  They w i l l  n o t  j u s t  t e l l  y o u  w h a t t o d a y ’ s  S c r i b e t  
o f  new s i s  an d  m aybe y e s t e r d a y 's  an d  maybe t h e  d ay  b e f o r e ' s  
They a r e  c o n s t a n t l y  u p d a t in g  y o u r  k n o w led g e  o f  not^ o n ly  j u s t  t h e  
c u r r e n t  e v e n t s ,  b u t  th e  b a c k g ro u n d  t o  c u r r e n t  e v e n t s ,  t h a t  I  
a p p r e c i a t e  an d  t h a t  i s  t h e  one p l a c e  I  g e t  i t ,  t h a t  an d  b u y in g  
b o o k s  a n d  r e a d i n g  p o l i t i c a l  w r i i t i n g s  o f  a  m ore s e r i o u s  k i n d .
I  w o u ld  l i k e  t o  b e  b e t t e r  in fo rm e d  th a n  I  am, I  w o u ld  l i k e  s im p ly  
t o  h a v e  m ore t im e  t o  p u t  t h e  v a r i o u s  v ie w s  a n d  t h e  b i t s  a n d  
p i e c e s  y o u  g e t  t o g e t h e r  so  t h a t  y o u  c a n  fo rm  a  m ore c o n s i d e r e d  
v iew  a b o u t  -  P o la n d ,  o r  a b o u t  A f g h a n i s ta n ,  o r  a b o u t  G u a ta m a la  
o r  E l  S a lv a d o r ,  a b o u t  t h e  e v o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  C h i le a n  g o v e rn m e n t 
an d  t h e  A r g e n t in i a n  g o v e rn m e n ts ,  o f  t h e  p a s t  t h r e e  o r  f o u r  y e a r s '.  
I  m ean I  know , i f  y o u  a s k  me a  q u e s t i o n  a b o u t  th em  I  c o u ld  g iv e  
y o u  my s t o c k  p h r a s e ,  I  c o u ld  t e l l  y o u  a  l i t t l e  b i t  m ore a b o u t  
i t  I  c o u ld  t a l k  f o r  f i v e  m in u te s ,  b u t  I  w o u ld  l o v e  t o  know a n  
a w fu l  l o t  m ore a b o u t  some o f  t h o s e  c o u n t r i e s  a n d  t h e i r  e c o n o m ic  
s t r u c t u r e  an d  d e v e lo p m e n t t o  know w h e th e r  i n  f a c t ,  t h e r e  i s  a n y  
c h a n c e  t h a t  s a y ,  i t  o r  sh e  w i l l  b e  a c t u a l l y  e l i m i n a t e d  o r  t h e r e  
w i l l  besom e m ovem ent b a c k  t o  C h r i s t i a n  D em ocracy  o r  m ovem ent 
b a c k  t o  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  g o v e rn m e n t o f  t h e  I g a n d i  p e r i o d  o r  w h e th e r  
t h a t  i s  a  c o m p le te  w r i t e  o f f o
VIEWER S o c i a l i s t  g o v e rn m e n t o f  w h a t p e r io d ?
I g a n d i  1971 -  19 7 3 - T h a t i s  j u s t  a  h u n ch  a t  t h e  moment a n d  I ' d  
r a t h e r  l i k e  t o  know m ore a b o u t  i t o
7IEWER My l a s t  q u e s t i o n  i s  -  I  t h i n k  when we w ere  d i s c u s s i n g  v i o l e n c e  
on  t e l e v i s i o n  you  w ere  g o in g  t o  ad d  a n o th e r  p o i n t  a n d  I  w o n d e r 
i f  i t  h a s  come b a c k ?
No I ' v e  l o s t  i t ,  w e 'v e  g one  on t o  o t h e r  t h i n g s  an d  I ' v e  f o c u s e d  
on  o t h e r  t h i n g s .
ŒEWER R ight thanks very  much then  Peter.
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t r a n s c r i p t  16
I n t e r v ie w  w ith  R o b e r t
PO L A N D
— t he n Robert , w h a t do you th in k  o f  th e  p re s e n t  s i tu a t io n  
in P o la n d ?
R o b e r t In what way?
Interviewer In any respect.
R o b e r t I mean you want my honest response to that sort of question. 
I mean... there are just so many aspects to it. I don't really 
know where you would expect me to begin with a question 
like that. I mean Poland is... I have a lot of friends in Poland. 
I have visited Poland for my work and so I have obviously a 
lot of impressions about it. So what do you mean by the 
situation in Poland?
Interviewer WeU, where would you personally start in order to answer that 
question?
R o b e r t I wouldn't answer it at all.
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Interviewer You wouldn' t answer it at all?
R o b e r t No, because 1 would like to know what you mean by the 
'situation in Poland'
WeU, do you think it is a crisis situation between the Polish 
people and the Russians?
R o b e r t No. I don't think those categories have much to do with what 
is going on. I mean, I'm still not sure what you're talking 
about when you talk about the crisis situation between the 
Polish people and the Russians.
MGryiewer Well, quite a lot of people see that the Russians are a potential 
threat to Poland.
R o b e r t Umm.
Interviewer Would you say that?
R o b e r t In what do you mean that? Do you mean military intervention 
in Poland?
Interviewer 1 could mean that.
R o b e r t Are you asking me whether 1 think that the Russians are likely 
to intervene militarily in Poland? To use what Polish troops 
are stationed within the Polish borders in order to, say, help 
the regime crush the Solidarity trade union.
4 9 7
In te rv ie w e r  Yes, bu t in ac tua l  f a c t  all the questions will be genera l  m ore 
than  sp e c if ic  because  I obviously want you to e la b o ra te  on 
your ideas  on how you think the question should be answ ered .
R o b e r t Well, g en e ra lly  1 th ink  I would respond th a t  way by saying 
"well w hat do vou m ean then?"
Interviewer Well, obviously there is some situation going on in Poland at 
the moment. Have you got any feelings about it?
R o b e r t Well, 1 have feelings about various things which are happening 
in Poland at the moment -  yes. But, 1 would have to have 
a little bit more specific information about what you mean. 
1 mean, that’s like asking me what do 1 think about what is 
happening in Britain today! 1 mean lots of things are happening 
in Britain today. Lots of things are happening in America. 
1 mean you have to be a bit more specific to have a sensible 
question.
Interviewer Just say politically.
R o b e r t Well, again 1 mean that is such a huge question. 1 mean, 1 
think you have to be a bit more specific to come up with an 
answer that makes any sense at all.
Interviewer The answer doesn’t necessrily have to make sense actually. 
I’m interested in.....
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Robert Well my answers, I would hope would make some sense or else 
I wouldn't give them. I mean once again with a question like 
that, are you referring for example, to the position of the 
Polish party relative to the Polish people or are you talking 
about international relations - Polish government as opposed 
to its relations to the German Democratic Republic or to the 
Soviet Union, um.. or are you referring to the economic 
difficulties, I mean the fact that the people have to spend 
their lives waiting in bloody queues, I mean, what do you mean?
Interviewer Wen what I mean I....
R o b e r t I'm sorry to be difficult but this is the way I think.
Interviewer All of the questions will be general because that's the whole 
idea of the experiement.
R o b e r t Then you're gonna have trouble.
Interviewer WeH, O.K. WeU, look if you want to narrow it down. Say 
the position in Poland between the unions and the people if 
you like.
R o b e r t Well, again that's a difficult thing. Alright, there are two 
sets of trade unions in Poland. There are State trade unions 
and there are Solidarity trade unions. There are also various 
difficulties apparently within the Solidarity trade unions and 
it is an open question, the degree to which the Solidarity 
leadership um... as emerged out of the developments in Gadansk
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last year still represent the feelings of the rank and file, um.. 
there is also a question of the extent... to what extent are 
you talking about, industrial trade unions or what’s been 
happening in the land in Poland, I mean the fact that the 
farmers are organising what they call trade unions, um.. you 
see, I think it a very difficult thing to respond to. My feeling 
about the Solidarity thing, and I think that's what you're 
getting at, is yes I do think this is perhaps the best example, 
the only example we have of a genuine working-class movement 
in Europe. Um.. Yes, I do think that it is. Well, up until 
recently certainly a movement which has genuine working- 
class support. This is on the basis of what people from Poland 
with whom I have spoken tell me. And, I really can't do 
better than that because I haven't visited Poland during the 
last year. I spent most of this past Summer in the G.D.R. 
and so I have a lot of ideas about what is going on in Poland 
from the perspective of the G.D.R. and there things look quite 
different, um.. perhaps you really don't want me to go on 
talking about that.
Interviewer No., exactly..
R o b e r t Because that doesn't really answer the question.
Interviewer You've said there are many aspects, what other aspects would 
you bring to bear then, in order to answer the question?
R o b e r t Well, again I'm still not sure what the question is. Um... 
There are various other things that it might have to do with.
5ÜÜ
This is why I've put it back to you, for example: it seems 
thoroughly obvious that the Polish economy is in a great deal 
of trouble, and it also seems farily obvious that the strikes 
um.. and difficulties over the past year have not particularly 
helped the Polish economy to function better, right, and it 
seems to me that therefore there is at least, reason to doubt 
that the strikes are necessarily popular with all of the people. 
I mean I have friends in Geevistza who., the woman had to 
give up her job in order to queue for food every day and I 
would be willing to bet that she’s not all too terribly pleased 
with the situation and would not be surprised if she were to 
say: ’Well, one of the reasons for this is the bloody strikes
all of the time’. I mean that’s another aspect of the problem.
I mean, there is this aspect that I have mentioned before. 
About, just what exactly is Solidarity and who is speaking for 
what and what is the relationship of the people in the various 
factories, and people on the land, um.. the people in various 
different regions and the National leadership and various 
different strands within the national leadership. I mean, is 
to answer, perhaps to, but to answer the question most 
generally, yes I'm concerned about it because I have friends 
there who I don't want to see get kiUed. O.K. I mean that 
perhaps is the only way that I think I can answer the thing 
generally.
^nl^Cy^Gwer Would you say it's anything to do with the historical 
development of Poland?
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P e t e r Obviously yes.
Interviewer In what respect?
P e t e r Well what do you mean by the ’IT', the birth of Solidarity?
Interviewer Yes, if you like.
P e t e r I mean, do you want three hours on a lecture on the history 
of Poland?
Interviewer Not necessarily but if you want, if that’s how you feel you 
can answer the question then...
P e t e r I don’t really have enough time to spend the next three hours 
discussing the history of Poland. Um.. So I don’t think I 
really want to go into that, unless you want to really spend 
the rest of the afternoon discussing Polish history.
Interviewer I mean, would you feel it important?
P e t e r Yes I don’t think you can do it any other way.
Interviewer You can’t outline it?
P e t e r It’ll take a while. Alright, some of the things which to my 
mind have to be taken into consideration is: one, this is a 
nation which existed for well over a hundred years without a 
state, which I think is of absolutely crucial importance when
5 0 2
U n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h e  t h i n g .  The s t a t e  i n  P o la n d  b e c a u s e  o f  t h i s  
experience is not what's defined a nation in any sense, the 
state doesn't necessarily have a legitimacy that it does in 
many other countries, that it probably does in Britan, that it 
definitely does in Germany both east and west, that it probably 
does in the United States, this is not true in Poland the Nation 
has not been defined by the state, the nation has to a very 
large degree been defined by religion, been defined by the 
church, been defined by its culture and this is something which 
is of absolutely crucial importance in understanding the 
weakness of the Polish state, because what we are seeing in 
Poland is to a very large degree a crisis of legitmacy of the 
Polish state, of the way people regard the Polish state and 
of the party, and there are other problems with the party, 
again I think you have to go back into the history of the 
Polish party and how it came to be um.. there are a number 
of problems in its development which make it at least to my 
mind, not seen as a legitim ate authority in the country um.. 
the most obvious one is that they were all put in the saddle 
by the Russians after the war, and people recognised this um.. 
there is also I think an undercurrent of, if not anti-semitism,
I mean there is a certain feeling that the party which was 
established in power after the second world war was somehow 
alien to Poland and a very large number of these people were 
Jews, a very large number of these people were people who 
had been outside of Poland’s borders during the war um.. it 
came, the um.. Polish people’s republic was established without 
the support, the Lublean government essentially came to power 
without the support of the mass of the population and what
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happened during the late 1940's and the early 1950’s in Poland 
is something again which hardly would help to buttress a sense 
of legitimacy, this Stalinist economic period and so forth, um.. 
the failures of 1956, the destruction in fact of the Polish 
October of '57, '58 until later 50's by Grimoko who was 
supposed to be this great hero, once again, I mean this was 
the great hope and that was destroyed um.... the destruction 
once again of these sorts of hopes in 1968 and again in 1970 
and again in 1976, and the idea that in 1975 we have got 
someone who is willing to consult and look what they did! 
The fact that that throughout this development in the 1970's 
the economic boom essentially on borrowed money was 
accompanied by quite tremendous corruption. Um... So that 
in the mid-1970's, and I spent a fair amount of time in Poland 
in the mid-1970's, it was bloody obvious what people joined 
the party for, it was a., perfectly obvious that they were just 
in it for the money um.. again it's hardly um.. well buttresses 
a sense of legitimacy, buttresses the Polish state and Polish 
authority, and what one sees in Poland today is to a very 
considerable degree a crisis of legitim acy um. there is no 
legitim ate state or party authority in Poland, these guys are 
absolutely and utterly discredited there is virtually nobody in 
the whole Polish -polit bureau who has any experience of 
government or economic management at all. Because 
everybody who has had experience of government and economic 
management has been booted out for good reason. I mean 
that's part of it but I,. O.K. so that's a very very brief outline. 
I'm sorry I went on so long.
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That's O.K. that's fine that's exactly what I want actually, 
um.. Right to change the subject Robert .
Robert I think you do have to ask slightly more specific questions, 
particularly, O.K. this is something .. it's not just a matter 
of reading it in the papers for me, since I have spent some 
time in Poland um.. and do actually feel to some extent 
involved with this thing. I mean it's just too much ...
^nl-GTviewer You're emotionally involved with it obviously.
Robert Well yes that too, um.. but perhaps I'm a bit too close to it 
to make any kind of sense out of that kind of a question which 
I think can only be answered properly or acceptably on the 
basis of umm a rather superficial reading of some things in 
British newspapers. I think that's basically what you are 
getting at isn't it?
Interviewer Not necessarily, I mean it depends on who I'm interviewing 
actually, it changes from person to person, the sort of answer 
I'm getting obviously to various topics, have you...
Robert And by the way, if you're concerned about the Russians to 
come back to that. I don't really think the Russians want to 
intervene. I don't think they wiU invade at all because they 
are already there. I mean the whole idea of invasion is just 
cold war....
505
In te rv ie w e r  Yes well I m ean the  so r t  of laym an 's  im pression is th a t  big 
b ro th e r  is going to com e e tc . ,
R o b e r t i&What to take over 25 b l|on dollars worth of debts! I mean 
really they're not that stupid I don't think. The other thing 
I think I would just want to tack on to this is I think the 
developments in Poland um.. are in terms of the internal 
politics probably in the Soviet Union and definitely in the 
German Democratic Republic are a tremendous boon to the 
governments. Certainly in East Germany the developments in 
Poland have buttressed support by the people for the 
government because the last thing these people want is to 
have things turn out like Poland. To have that sort of a mess 
on their hands and people do say this and say this quite openly 
'maybe the government wasn't quite so wrong in keeping their 
thumbs., in keeping things firmly under control because when 
you strike, that is what happens'. So I don't think in any 
sense that the Polish developments either threaten or if you 
might say open a promise or de-stabilisation of their 
governments in the eastern bloc, I think, if anything, they're 
helping the more dictatorial reactionary repressive 
governments in eastern Europe tighten their hold on the 
populations with this support of those populations.
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VIOLENCE ON TELEVISION
O.K. then that’s fine. Have you any views Robert, about 
violence in television programmes?
Ï don't have a television and couldn't care less.
Interviewer You don't watch television at all?
Robert No.
Me^viewer Do you go to films at all at the cinema?
— I used to before our daughter was born but since she has been 
born I haven't had a chance.
Interviewer At that particular time did you feel that films were violent?
Not the ones that I went to see particularly.
# e rv ie w e r  I mean you don't watch television at aU?
Robert I don't have a television to watch.
lq?.P.»:.Y?.ewer Oh I see, so you are not aware of the programmes that are
on? I mean would you say for example that sports like karate 
or boxing are tantamount to fringe violence?
507
R o b e r t It’s not something I particularly think about. I guess I would 
rather have them punching each other in a ring than starting 
wars. But that's the way I feel about Germans driving on an 
autobahn. I mean.....
Interviewer You've not actually thought about that question at all.
R o b e r t No. It doesn't bother me  really.
Interviewer Have you thought how violence in families starts?
R o b e r t Ah.. Not in that sense no, would you be a bit more specific  
about what you mean?
Interviewer Well, I suppose there's general feeling abroad that if., there 
are quite a few violent programmes on television at this 
present time, for example like 'The Professionals' or 'Kojak', 
'Starsky and Hutch'.
R o b e r t I have seen 'Kojak', I saw the German translation seven years 
ago.
Interviewer 'The Professionals' is pretty violent, pretty bloody actually in 
places um.. some sports like boxing and judo can be pretty 
violent and an inceasing number of children watch programmes 
these days and there is quite a bit of violence in families, 
and so I was just interested to see if you could see....
R o b e r t
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Whether the media cause violence is tha t what you're saying?
Interviewer Media, does the media cause violence?
R o b e r t No, I think that kids generally can tell the difference between 
real things and make-believe.
Interviewer Yes but um.
R o b e r t I think that most children at a very early age are for example: 
able well., that they don't relate sort of being shot dead and 
having to count to thirty as being the same as actually being 
involved in real violence. So that doesn't bother me all that 
terribly much. I don't think that that is where the problem 
of violence in the family in Britain....
Interviewer No but I mean, the news has been cast as being pretty violent 
in the last two or three months in so far as we have had 
violence in Toxteth in Liverpool and down in Brixton in London 
so wouldn't you say that there is more violence abroad these 
days?
R o b e r t No.
Interviewer You wouldn't say so at all?
R o b e r t Perhaps one thing you might be able to say is I think some 
people in some parts of people got the idea to make molotov 
cocktails when they were doing this thing from television, that
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actually is something that can be traced, but No, I don't think 
things are more violent than they were.
Interview er You just think it's probably..
R o b e r t You open up newspapers, we.. I actually did this in my under 
graduate days with 'The New York Times' sort of looking at 
various, just picking them out at random over the last hundred 
years and they are always saying how things are a lot more 
violent now than they used to be. Things are always more 
violent now than they used to be.
Interviewer Um. O.K.
R o b e r t You shouldn't trust police statistics on crime either, they're 
all doctored. I mean, change the definition of crime and 
things look more violent, and what really is violence anyway?
BALLOONS -  SOLAR ENERGY
Interviewer True. At the end of August a fellow crossed the channel using 
a balloon as a form of transport, do you foresee solar energy, 
and ballooning in particular, as a possible mode of transport 
in the future?
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Robert I w asn’t  here  a t  the  end of August, so I don 't  know any th ing  
about balloons going over the  channel. I was in East G erm an . 
Y eh, I suppose so.
In te rv ie w e r  Um.. so la r  energy  has been used in so lar hea ting  p ro jec ts ,  
p a r t ic u la r ly  up h e re ,  do you see  th a t  as a  cos t  e f f e c t iv e  m eans 
of heating?
R o b e r t In A rizona.
Interviewer Yes, not particularly in Britain?
I don't know, I mean, I don't know the economics of the thing.
Interviewer No? You've never sort of... have you gone up to Milton 
Keynes and looked at the sort of projects which are going on 
up there?
R o b e r t No.
Interviewer It's a subject that doesn't particularly interest you?
R o b e r t I don't know, Milton Keynes is just a place to drive through 
as quickly as possoble, I don’t..we stop, we sometimes shop 
in the new city but we don't pay any attention to the things 
in Milton Keynes.
In te rv ie w e r  You h a v e n 't  thought abou t the  use of so lar  energy  in any 
schem e.
R o b e r t
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No.
No? You haven 't  got any view point on it a t all?
R o b e r t There's no way that I could put it or build it into our house. 
We wouldn't have the money to do it anyway. No, I'm afraid 
not.
DEVELOPMENT OF THE THIRD WORLD
Interviewer O.K. Um.. that's all right. Have you got any ideas then on 
the development of the third world politically and 
economically.
R o b e r t That's another question you are gonna have to be a bit more 
specific about I'm afraid. (Laughter) Sorry about this.
Interviewer Well, I ve said politically and economically, so I suppose you 
could take two aspects.
R o b e r t Well, the last time you asked me a question about sort of the
general state of affairs with thirty five million people, and I
thought that was a bit too general. This time you're trying
three billion. I mean what countries do you mean, and what
sort of political problems, annd what sort of economic 
problems?
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In te rv ie w e r  WeU any. I 've  ta i lo red  the questions to be general in so far  
as o th e r  people  have only thought in very  genera l  ways abou t 
the  deve lopm en t of the  th ird  world, and th e re fo re  co u ld n 't  
ta lk  a t  leng th  unless the  question was p r e t ty  g enera l  um ...
R o b e r t Well, I do think it’s a meaningless question as it stands.
Interviewer WeU, for example, take agriculture if you want -  if you know 
anything about that.
R o b e r t But again -  what about it?
Interviewer WeU, you tell me I mean which aspect.
R o b e r t I'm sorry but that is just a meaningless question and there is 
nothing to answer -  and I'm not just being stroppy or anything 
like that. There is nothing to answer.
Interviewer Would you say that has got to develop agriculture in the third 
world or not?
R o b e r t Yes obviously, because most people who have some sort of 
employment are employed in the agricultural sector so 
obviously yes.
Interviewer Would you say you've got to change the politics of the countries 
involved?
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R o b e r t Well, what countries? What politics?
In te rv iew er You te l l  me. I 'm  just  throw ing out a  question.
R o b e r t I mean... I think you do have to be quite specific about this. 
I mean, alright a friend of mine was involved in a project 
about agricultural patterns of land holding and farming in Bihar 
province -  Bihar state in India. And yes there, following the 
findings of his study, yes there do have to be political changes 
in order to effect proper sort of changes in patterns of land 
holdings, because of the nature of (This was in the early 
1970's. It may have changed since then.), because of the 
nature of the congress political machine in the countryside, 
that for whatever rhetoric that might have been going on up 
above the level of Ghandi’s politics etc. at the village level. 
It was the big land owners that ran this thing, and until 
something was done about that, no matter what the national 
policies are, very little  is going to be changed. In that 
particular instance, with those particular crops, in that 
particular climate, with that particular policy -  alright yes I 
would agree with that, but I mean you don’t want me to, to... 
to start discussing things in those terms about every country 
from China to Angola to  Paraguay to Burma.
Interviewer No, you can pick one as an example if you wish.
R o b e r t An example of what?
5 1 4
In terview er Well, I’ve said the development of agriculture.
But they're very ver... You're saying... you’re talking about 
the political structures in which a development -  a proper 
development of agriculture could take place, and there are 
very different sorts of political structures in the so called 
third world, and implicit in your question is that somehow all 
these poor people out there are stuck under the same kind of 
political system, which isn’t the case.
Interviewer No, no, no.
R o b e r t Right, so there are about a hundred different questions wrapped 
up in that one.
Interviewer Yes, such as?
R o b e r t Well I mean., such as what it looks like in Bihar province and 
what it looks like in Angola, or parts of Angola or what it 
looks in parts of China where they have a very different sort 
of political structure, a very different pattern of land holding, 
different crops, different political system, alright.
HUNGER STRIKES
Interviewer O.K. thanks then R o b e r t  . Right then R o b e r t  r you know 
about the hunger strikers on strike in Maze prison at the
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moment. I expect you've read about them in the news. Do 
you think these people should be given political status?
R o b e r t No.
Interviewer Can you say why?
R o b e r t Um.. Well, there are a couple of reasons. One: they don't
say that they are asking for it, so it therefore formally isn’t 
on offer. It isn't something that is being negoitated for in 
any case. So that in that sense is just a non-issue. The 
second thing about it is. I do think it's impossible for a state  
to concede um that some criminal acts are committed for 
political reasons while others are not. I mean, regardless of 
whether or not that is the case. Um.. I don't think that the 
British state is in a position to do that kind of thing. So I 
just don't think it's on -  full stop.
Interviewer O.K. You've got no other thoughts about the hunger strikers?
R o b e r t Well, yeah there are lots of thoughts. What kind of thoughts 
do you mean?
Interviewer Well, what thoughts come to your mind, or spring to mind 
immediately?
You will have to direct me a little  bit more than that I'm 
afraid.
Interviewer Um.. Well, do you see the hunger strikers as people, obviously 
they are fighting for political status although that is more or
516
less what they are doing for their cause or would you say 
they are prisoners of conscious?
R o b e r t Well, probably they'd say they were prisoners of conscience, 
I don't think they're prisoners of conscience.
Interviewer At all -  they're just terrorists?
R o b e r t What do you mean 'just terrorists'? Anybody with any thoughts 
for anything is a so called terrorist. I mean, you know half 
the people who are Heads of various different states around 
have done things which can be called terrorist. The object... 
the function of anybody who serves in any army is to kill 
people you know, that's just what it's about. What do you 
mean by terrorist anyway?
Interviewer WeU I'm just throwing it out as something else for you to 
perhaps discuss, but if you don't feel strongly about it ........
R o b e r t WeU I think that in a sense the people who are starving 
themselves to death are victims of the whole thing, I mean 
nobody really wants to see them live, right -  apart from their 
families. The British Government wants them dead, the 
majority community in Northern Ireland wants them dead; the 
organisation to which they have been a part of wants them 
dead. Nobody gives a shit about them basically. They're just 
being used -  by aU sides. I mean, this government is trying 
to make political capital out of them to show how tough they 
an be. Um.. Then the people in the Protestant community in
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N orthern  Ire land  a re  just thinking you know... 'Oh g re a t ,  just  
wait  th i r ty  six m ore m onths and w e’ll be rid of the  lo t  of 
them  if we go off a t  this r a t e ’. And pa r t icu la r ly  the  I .R .A . 
a re  m aking, and qu ite  successfu lly  so, a re  m aking p o li t ica l  
c a p i ta l  ou t of th is , and w here this is going to lead  for both  
com m unit ies  in N o r th e rn  Ire land  is ju s t  a  worse mess than  
th ey  have got a lre ad y .  Um .. The people  concerned  a re  ju s t  
being, willingly perhaps, being used and being sc rew ed .
HOBBIES
Interviewer Um.. Right, to change the subject totally -  do you have any 
hobbies or pastimes which you indulge in outside of the Open 
University?
R o b e r t Um.. I haven't actually been involved in too terribly much 
over the past year or so since my daughter has been born. 
We used to do lots of things like walking and climbing and 
various sundry things like this. We like to travel quite a bit 
my wife and I, but since the birth of our little girl um.. a lot 
of that has fallen by the wayside. So, I mean except for 
mucking around with the garden and walks and things of that 
sort, not really, no.
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i n terview er But what was you main sort of hobby -  mountaineering-?
R o b e r t Not really mountaineering, we used to do a lot of sort of 
mountain climbing things like that, years ago before we got 
old and decrepit and parental and things.
Interviewer Yes, so are there pastimes which you enjoy doing now that 
you have a daughter?
R o b e r t Oh yes, I enjoy playing with my daughter a lot, I waste an 
awful lot o f  spend a lot of time I should say, doing that.
Interviewer Yes, anything else?
R o b e r t Not that I can think of. And that’s the object of the game, 
what I can think of isn’t it.
a d v ic e  TO SOMEONE 
GETTING MARRIED
Ijjterviewer (Laughing) Right have you got any advice for 
married?
someone getting
Robert Depends on who, it depends on who.
Interviewer I mean can you give me examples from people you know -  
friends?
your
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R o b e r t What about - advice that I would have given or have given 
about whether or not they ought to get married?
Interviewer Well, in some cases would have given but did not give. Or 
in other cases perhaps have given but might have regretted.
R o b e r t I’ve never given any advice to people about whether or not 
they ought to get married and I hope I never will. I think that 
is just a disaster area to keep away from.
Interviewer But do you believe in marriage as an institution?
R o b e r t How do you believe in something as an institution?
Interviewer Well.. You say you are married.
R o b e r t I am married yes, and we had to get married otherwise my 
wife wouldn’t have been allowed into Britain.
Interviewer Oh I see, so there was a reason for it.
R o b e r t Well that was the reason why we did it at that time, I think 
we probably would have done it in any case at some point 
because we rather liked the idea and we enjoyed getting  
married actually as well, it was rather fun although we lived 
together for quite a while before hand. We had to do it when 
we did it so that my wife could come and get an entry permit 
to come into Britain.
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Interviewer So there was a reason for that. I mean I was going to next 
say would you advocate living with someone for the rest of 
your life and bring up children in that environment.
R o b e r t I would neither advocate nor not advocate it. That is up to 
other people and I couldn't generalise about that. It depends 
on the people involved and their circumstances and so forth.
MY" JOB
Interviewer Right. Can you outline a little  bit of what you think you job 
here entails?
R o b e r t Causing trouble (Laughter) in a sense I’m serious about that, 
I did see it as trying to stir things up a bit and trying to take 
a look at things from a rather different angle. Now that 
being said I mean... I am half serious about that one. It’s 
more... I mean teaching in a university in general or more 
specifically do you mean being a lecturer in history at the 
Open University and what tasks I have to perform?
Interviewer Yes, more or less specifically yes.
R o b e r t I think I want to say are general things to begin with. I think 
that the purpose of teaching -  I’m not sure what teaching 
means, I really don’t know how you teach things and I don’t 
know how people learn things. I don’t think that very many
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people do and I think that characters or institutes or 
institutions that try to quantify this in some way are just 
talking a lot of nonsense because people don’t really know 
what these terms mean. So I use them very carefully, but I 
think that probably what I am trying to do when teaching 
history is in a sense teaching people how to read and that’s 
all. Um.. O.K. so that’s the very general thing, specifically 
about the Open University alright -  I write units, I help 
administer courses, I sit on exam boards, um. I head a research 
group, I am involved in making proposals for new courses. An 
important part of the idea in fact is thinking up new ideas 
of how we might do this that or the other thing. I teach at 
summer school I do a great number of day schools partly in 
order to give them the benefit of my presence and partly to 
just find out what’s in fact going on with courses because not 
enough central academics know very much about how the 
courses they produce actually get taught. I do a very 
considerable amount of research both within the context of 
this research group that I am heading and outside it, and I 
consider that also as part of my O.U. work because I think 
that it’s important that the various disciplines, in my case 
the history discipline, develop for itself a profile, a research 
profile which is recognised outside the university, so they say: 
’Ah history at the O.U. they’re doing X.Y.Z.', and maybe make 
a name for ourselves. Being able to comment upon the work 
of colleagues particular things which other people write for 
courses with which I am associated. Pulling my weight as far 
as I can with the various administrative tasks I’m given within 
the faculty and outside of it. I think that’s roughtly what it
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is. I can't remember precisely terms and conditions but I 
think that is about as close as you'd get.
TOPICS IN THE NEWS
Interviewer Um. Reverting back to topics in the news or topics in the 
newspapers how interested would you say that you are in those 
particular topics or any topic?
R o b e r t Generally topics in the news I think I am quite interested in..
Interviewer You are quite interested in and would you say that you are 
quite well informed?
R o b e r t Fairly well informed.
Interviewer O.K. R o b e r t  . thanks very much.
